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CONNECTING CONGREGATIONS AND COMMUNITY 
 
The Commission on Catholic Community Action, in partnership with four research and public 
service centers of the Maxine Goodman Levin College of Urban Affairs at Cleveland State 
University and with assistance from The Center for Community Solutions, is pleased to present 
this Social Indicators Profile report for Ward 17 of the City of Cleveland. 
 
This report was prepared as a first step in a project that connects residents to current resources 
and provides information for future community planning and cooperation in Ward 17. The 
Connecting Congregations and Community project is based on the assumption that religious 
institutions are an asset to their neighborhoods and play important roles, such as convening, 
providing space and services, encouraging economic development, and building social and 
human capital.  Though this project currently is focused on a specific portion of the city, it is 
intended to demonstrate benefits and provide capacity for a citywide initiative. 
 
The project complements other capacity building initiatives in Ward 17, especially the 
Community Forum, which serves as a foundation by building community and establishing trust 
and dialogue in the neighborhood.  Both the Community Forum and the Connecting 
Congregations and Community projects reflect principles of strong and inclusive civic society 
and community building, and will have specific points of contact and sharing, and future 
opportunities for collaboration.  
 
Currently, the Connecting Congregations and Community demonstration project includes the 
following components: 
 
1. Neighborhood Indicators Profile.  This neighborhood data profile provides the basic 
information about the demographic, social, economic, and health conditions of the 
neighborhoods of Ward 17 and helps to provide a backdrop to the picture of community 
resources that is proposed below. Social and health indicators have been compiled for 
Ward 17 and include the indicators provided by The Center for Community Solutions’ 
Social Indicators publications,. 
 
2. Survey of Services Provided by Houses of Worship. A survey of the houses of worship 
in the community is the next step in the project and will provide data on the types of 
services and resources provided by the faith-based community. The results if the survey 
will be compared to information in the United Way of Greater Cleveland’s First Call for 
Help (FCH) data base in order to both assess gaps in the FCH database and identify ways 
in which it could be enriched with additional data on services provided by the faith based 
community. 
 
Later, the partners in the project will propose to undertake additional steps, including: 
  
3. Combined Human Services Directory. The survey data on services and resources in the 
faith-based community will be gathered in a consistent manner with those found in the 
First Call for Help database so that these two databases can be combined into a more 
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comprehensive database of human resources. Thus a combined directory of human 
resources in Ward 17 will be produced for distribution within the community and, when 
combined with the neighborhood indicators profile and the analysis of community assets 
(see below), can be used by community based organizations and faith organizations to 
help inform the community about available services that might be added. The additional 
information on services will also be used to enhance the First Call for Help database. 
 
4. Survey of Needs. A survey of houses of worship and community leaders will seek 
opinions and perspectives of the congregational and community leadership about assets 
and capacity issues for social and health services in the community, including those that 
are of particular concern to the faith-based community of providers. The leadership will 
be informed by the combined directory and the neighborhood profile. Thus the survey 
data, in conjunction with the neighborhood indicators profile and the inventory of 
resources available, will be used to summarize the social, economic, and health 
conditions and resources of the ward (see task on Analysis of Community Assets). 
  
5. Analysis of Community Resources. The neighborhood indicators profile report, data on 
services offered in the community, and the data on needs expressed by the surveyed 
houses of worship will be combined into a descriptive analysis of the assets available  for 
social and health services in the community. This analysis will identify existing programs 
and compare identified needs based on social indicators profile and the survey of 
congregational leadership to provide insights for future program development and 
allocation of community resources. 
 
6. Report to the Community.  The report to the community is an opportunity to discuss 
ways to build on the community’s present assets. The project will include three 
presentations to and dialogues with the community about the project and its findings. One 
meeting will be with the community and congregational leaders in the ward; a second 
will be with the ministers of the surveyed houses of worship; and a 
third will be an open forum with residents if the community.  
 
7. Summary and Evaluation. The research team will prepare a 
summary and evaluation of the project based on input from key 
community leaders and participants in the project. The potential 
for replicating the project for other neighborhoods will be 
assessed. 
 
Through this pilot project, CSU and the Commission hope to share the resources accessible 
through congregations with their surrounding community, creating more vibrant congregations 
and a more vibrant community.  It is hoped that congregations will benefit by increasing their 
exposure in the community and by identifying new ways to fulfill their mission and ministries.  
The neighborhoods will benefit by improving access to and use of existing resources, and by 
rallying the support of more engaged partners in the community’s revitalization and social fabric. 
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Social Indicators in Cleveland Ward 17 
Executive Summary 
 
Demographic Profile and Family Characteristics 
 
The population of Ward 17 is younger than the city of Cleveland as a whole.  In the year 
2000, 32 percent, or 7,200 of the ward’s 22,500 residents, were children under age 18, 
compared to 28 percent for the entire city and 25 percent for Cuyahoga County. School-
age children, those between 5 and 17, numbered 5,100. Of the 5,000 families living in the 
ward, 3,200, or 65 percent had children under 18, again higher than the corresponding 
proportion for the city, 58 percent.  
 
The structure of these families, however, suggests that many are at risk of social and 
economic vulnerability.  The proportion of families with children in Ward 17 that were 
headed by a married couple declined from 53 percent in 1990 to 41 percent in 2000, 
slightly higher than Cleveland’s  2000 rate of 39 percent, but much lower than the 
county’s rate of 60 percent.  In 2000, there were 1,600 female-headed families with 
children in the ward, and about 300 adults were the primary caretakers of their 
grandchildren. 
 
In contrast, residents age 65 or over numbered 2,100 and comprised nine percent of 
Ward 17’s population, compared to 12 percent for the city and 16 percent for the county. 
About 800 of these older persons, or 38 percent, were living alone in 2000, a slightly 
higher proportion than the rate for the city, 35 percent.  About seven percent, or 150 
older persons in the ward did not speak English very well, compared to only four 
percent in the city and county as a whole. 
 
Although the number of older persons 65 or over in the ward declined by 13 percent 
between 1990 and 2000, the number of the very old, those 85 or over, increased by 53 
percent to over 300 in 2000. About three-fourths of the very old are female. 
 
Ward 17 is racially and ethnically diverse, and became more diverse between 1990 and 
2000. In 2000, Whites comprised 65 percent of the ward’s population, down from 80 
percent in 1990. The number of African Americans in the ward increased from 1,300 (6 
percent) in 1990 to 3,600 (16 percent) in 2000. Persons of Hispanic origin1, saw their 
numbers increase from 3,400 (15 percent) in 1990 to 5,400 (24 percent) in 2000. 
 
There is a marked difference in racial and ethnic composition by age group in Ward 17. 
More school-age children 5 to 17 than older residents were of minority groups in 2000; 
56 percent were White, 22 percent were African American, and 36 percent were of 
Hispanic Origin.  In contrast, 86 percent of residents age 55 or over in the ward were 
White, five percent were African American, and nine percent were of mixed or other 
races. 
 
                                                     
1 Hispanic persons may be of any race, but most frequently designate themselves as either “White” or “Other” race. 
 vi 
 
 
Childcare 
 
In 2004, Ward 17 had 874 regulated childcare spaces, for a rate of 16 per 100 children 12 
and under.  This is a lower rate than for the city as a whole, which had 27 regulated 
spaces per 100 children.  In relation to this, it is interesting to note that in 2000, just over 
half (53 percent) of mothers in the ward with children under six were in the labor force, 
also a lower proportion than for the city as a whole (62 percent).  These two facts 
together suggest that if more childcare spaces were available in the ward, more mothers 
would be able to enter the labor force. 
 
Education 
 
The educational attainment of Ward 17’s residents is generally lower than that of all 
Cleveland residents.  In 2000, 38 percent of the ward’s 25-to-34 year-olds did not have a 
high school diploma or equivalency certificate, compared to 22 percent for Cleveland 
and 12 percent for Cuyahoga County. Among mothers in the ward who gave birth from 
1996 to 2002, almost half (48 percent) lacked a high school diploma, compared to one-
third of Cleveland mothers and one fifth of Cuyahoga County mothers. About 250 
youths ages 16 to 19 in Ward 17, 20 percent of that age group, were neither enrolled in 
school nor employed in 2000, higher than the comparable proportions for Cleveland (17 
percent) and the county (9 percent). 
 
Employment 
 
Ward 17’s labor force participation rate and unemployment rate in 2000 were slightly 
worse than those for Cleveland as a whole. Just over half  (55 percent) of Ward 17’s 
residents ages 16 and over were in the labor force in 2000, slightly more than the 53 
percent of residents in 1990. The ward’s labor force rate was slightly lower than 
Cleveland’s rate of 57 percent in 2000. About 22 percent of the ward’s residents age 55 
and over are in the labor force in 2000, also slightly lower than Cleveland’s rate of 24 
percent. 
 
In 2000, Ward 17’s unemployment rate was 12.2 percent, a 22 percent decline from its 
1990 level of 15.7 percent.  However, the ward’s unemployment rate was higher than 
Cleveland’s rate both in 1990 and in 2000 (14.0 and 11.2 percent, respectively).  In 2000, 
about 1,900 Ward 17 residents were employed in manufacturing, about a quarter of all 
those employed, down from about one third in 1990. Ward 17 had a greater proportion 
of workers in manufacturing than either Cleveland or Cuyahoga County, both in 1990 
and in 2000. Due to the recent recession in the years since 2000, the labor force 
participation rate may be currently lower and the unemployment rate higher than the 
numbers given here for the year 2000. 
 
In Ward 17, there were 92 children per 100 employed persons in 2000, a decline from a 
ratio of 95 in 1990.  This ratio is 20 percent higher in the ward, indicating greater 
dependency, than in the city as a whole, which had a ratio of 76 children in 2000. 
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Income and Poverty 
 
According to the 1990 and 2000 censuses, Ward 17 had lower median and per capita 
incomes and higher poverty rates than did Cleveland or Cuyahoga County 
 
In inflation-adjusted 1999 dollars, median household income in Ward 17 increased 14 
percent from $19,300 in 1989 to $22,000 in 1999, and per capita grew 19 percent from 
$9,800 in 1989 to $11,700 in 1999. Although lower than the corresponding figures for 
Cleveland and Cuyahoga County in both years, median income and per capita income 
in the ward grew faster in the decade than that for either the city or the county. Still in 
1999, Ward 17’s median income was only 87 percent of the city’s and 56 percent of the 
county’s median income, and the ward’s per capita income was only 82 percent of the 
city’s and 52 percent of the county’s per capita income. 
 
In 2000, about 7,800, or 35 percent of Ward 17’s population lived below the federal 
poverty line, a decrease of less than one percentage point from the ward’s 1990 poverty 
rate. A greater proportion of the ward’s residents were poor than in either Cleveland or 
Cuyahoga County, both in 1990 and in 2000. In 2000, Ward 17’s poverty rate was one-
third higher than the city’s rate and more than two and a half times the county’s rate. 
 
The poverty rate is greater for children than for older persons. In 2000, an estimated 
2,240, or 46 percent of school-age youths 6 to 17 in the ward lived below poverty; while 
about 230, or 11 percent of persons 65 and over lived below poverty. 
 
In 2000, about 1,600 or 31 percent of all families in Ward 17 lived below the poverty line. 
The poverty rate was higher for families with children, 41 percent, representing 1,400 
families, and higher still for female-headed families with children, 57 percent, 
representing 900 families.  Poverty rates were generally higher for African American, 
other race, and Hispanic families than for White families. 
 
About 6,400, or 28 percent of Ward 17’s residents had incomes between 100 and 200 
percent of the poverty level (“near-poverty”) in 2000, a slight increase from 27 percent in 
1990. The near-poverty rate for the ward was higher than that of Cleveland and 
Cuyahoga County, both in 1990 and in 2000. Coupled with the fact that the below-
poverty rate for the ward was decreasing, the increase in the near-poverty rate indicates 
that more persons are likely moving upward out of poverty to the near-poverty level 
than those moving from near-poverty to below-poverty. Still, the near-poverty rate for 
the ward in 2000 was 18 percent higher than the city’s rate, and 78 percent higher than 
the county’s rate. 
 
Maternal and Child Health 
 
From 1996 to 2002, about five hundred babies per year were born to mothers living in 
Ward 17. In those years, the average fertility rate in the ward was 98 births per 1,000 
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females ages 15 to 44, one-sixth higher than Cleveland’s average rate and more than 50 
percent higher than Cuyahoga County’s rate. Two thirds of births in Ward 17 were to 
unmarried mothers, about the same proportion as for Cleveland, but higher than that for 
Cuyahoga County.  
 
From 1996 to 2002, an average of 42 babies per year in Ward 17 were born to teens ages 
15 to 17, for a rate of 91 births per 1,000 females of that age.  The teen birth rate in the 
ward was higher than that of Cleveland and almost three times that of the county, and 
was increasing faster in those years than the increase in Cleveland’s rate, while the rate 
for the county was declining in the same time period. 
 
Between 1997 and 2002, there was an average of six infant deaths per year in Ward 17, 
for a rate of 13 deaths per 1,000 births, slightly higher than Cleveland’s rate of 12 per 
1,000 births, and higher than Cuyahoga County’s rate of ten per 1,000.  Over the five-
year period, the infant death rate declined in the ward, the city, and the county, but the 
ward experienced a faster average annual decline than did the city or the county. 
 
Healthy birth outcomes, i.e., full-term and normal weight babies, depend on a number 
of factors, including early and frequent prenatal care visits, and healthy behaviors 
among expectant mothers.  From 1996 to 2002, 14 percent of births in Ward 17 were 
premature and ten percent were low-weight, slightly lower than the rates for Cleveland, 
but slightly higher than the rates for the Cuyahoga County.  Seven percent of mothers in 
the ward had only late or no prenatal care, about the same proportion as Cleveland, but 
higher than that for the county.  However, about one in three mothers in the ward had 
an inadequate number of prenatal care visits, compared to one in four in Cleveland and 
one in six in the county. 
 
Although about the same percentage of mothers in Ward 17 reported using alcohol 
during their pregnancy as did mothers in Cleveland (1.6 percent),  30 percent of mothers 
in the ward reported having smoked while pregnant, compared to 18 percent of mothers 
in Cleveland and only 13 percent of mothers in Cuyahoga County. 
 
About 700 children under 6 (27 percent) of children in Ward 17 had elevated blood lead 
levels (EBLL’s), about the same percentage as in Cleveland as a whole, but higher than 
the county’s level of 22 percent. Elevated blood lead levels in children most often result 
from peeling lead-based paint in older housing and can result in impaired 
neurobehavioral development in young children. 
 
People with Disabilities 
 
In the 2000 census, 6,000 Ward 17 residents, or 30 percent of those ages 5 and over, had 
one or more long-lasting conditions that caused sensory, physical, mental, or self-care 
impairments.  A greater proportion of Ward 17 residents had one or more disabilities 
than did Cleveland or Cuyahoga County.  Although disabilities were most prevalent 
among the elderly, about 600 school-age children in the ward had one or more 
disabilities. 
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People with disabilities were less likely to be employed and more likely to be living in 
poverty than people without disabilities.  The proportion of working-age persons with 
disabilities who were employed was about the same in the ward as in Cleveland, but 
lower than in Cuyahoga County. The poverty rate for persons with disabilities was one-
fourth higher in the ward than in the city and nearly double the rate in the county. 
 
Mortality Rates 
 
From 1997 to 2002, an average of 235 people died annually from all causes in Ward 17. 
For the leading causes of death we examined, the average annual numbers of deaths in 
the ward were: 83 from all heart disease, including 64 from coronary heart disease; 47 
from all cancers, including 15 from lung cancer, 12 from stroke, nine from chronic 
obstructive pulmonary disease (COPD), and nine from accidents. 
 
For all causes and for each of the leading causes of death, Ward 17 had a higher age-
adjusted death rate for the period 1997 to 2002 than did Cuyahoga County. Compared to 
Cleveland as a whole, Ward 17 had a higher death rate from all causes together, and for 
all heart disease, coronary heart disease, COPD, and accidents.  The ward had a lower 
death rate than did Cleveland for all cancer, and had about the same death rate as the 
city for lung cancer and stroke. 
 
Examining the trends in death rates from 1997 to 2002 shows that the rates in the ward 
had an annual average annual decrease for all cancer, lung cancer, and stroke; rates in the 
ward had an average annual increase for coronary heart disease and COPD, and 
remained fairly steady for all causes together and all heart disease. 
 
From 1997 to 2002, there was an annual average of 133 years of potential life lost (YPLL) 
per 1,000 residents of Ward 17, higher than the rate for Cleveland and 70 percent higher 
than the rate for Cuyahoga County. Over this five-year period, the YPLL rate in the 
ward declined an average of four percent per year, faster than the one percent per year 
average decline for both the city and the county. 
 
Heart disease, cancer, and infant deaths were the causes of death accounting for the 
greatest proportion of YPLL in Ward 17. In the ward, heart disease accounted for the 
greatest proportion of YPLL, similar to the corresponding proportion in the city and the 
county. However, the ward had a lower proportion of YPLL attributable to cancer than 
did the city or the county, reflecting the lower death rate from cancer in the ward. 
 
Safety and Security 
 
High rates of juvenile delinquency, domestic violence, and child maltreatment in recent 
years indicate that family and youth safety remain serious issues in Ward 17. 
 
From 1999 through 2003, Ward 17 residents reported an average of 431 domestic 
violence assaults per year, for an average rate of 1,926 assaults per 100,000 population, 
higher than Cleveland’s average rate of 1,488 per 100,000.  The ward and the city both 
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experienced an increase in the rate from 1999 to 2001.  However, from 2001 to 2003, the 
city’s rate declined somewhat, while the ward’s rate remained fairly steady. 
 
The number of child maltreatment cases occurring in Ward 17 increased from 1,200 in 
the 1992-95 period to 1,500 in 1996-99. The number of cases increased again in the 2000-
03 period to 1,700. The maltreatment rate per 1,000 children in the ward for each of the 
three four-year periods exceeded the rates in the same periods for Cleveland and 
Cuyahoga County.  In both the city and the county, average rates declined from 1996-99 
to 2000-03, while the average rate for Ward 17 kept increasing.  The ward’s rate for 2000-
03 was 40 percent higher than the city’s rate and almost two-and-a-half times the 
county’s rate. 
 
In 2000 there were 394 juvenile delinquency cases in Ward 17 for a rate of 132 per 1,000 
youths ages 10 to 17, higher than the rates for Cleveland and Cuyahoga County.  The 
number declined to 303 cases in 2003, for a rate of 100 per 1,000 youths, slightly lower 
than the rate for the city but still higher than the rate for the county. 
 
Demand for Housing 
 
About half of Ward 17’s residents lived in a different house in 2000 than in 1995, a 
higher proportion than either Cleveland or Cuyahoga County, similar to the proportion 
who lived in a different house in 1990 than in 1985. About the same proportion of Ward 
17 residents in 2000, 17 percent, as in Cleveland, lived outside Cuyahoga County in 1995, 
but lower than the proportion of all county residents who migrated from a different 
county. 
 
Of the 8,400 occupied housing units in Ward 17 in 2000, 3,200 (38 percent) were owner-
occupied and 5,200 (62 percent) were renter-occupied, similar to the proportions in 1990.  
Ward 17 has a lower rate of owner-occupancy than either Cleveland or Cuyahoga 
County as a whole. Among householders age 55 and over in the ward, a larger 
proportion, 55 percent, owned their homes in 2000; 41 percent of all owner-occupied 
units in the ward had a householder 55 or over, compared to 20 percent of renter-
occupied units. 
 
The majority (56 percent) of owner-occupied housing and half of renter-occupied 
households in Ward 17 in 2000 contained households of two to four persons. A lesser 
proportion of owning (27 percent) than of renting (36 percent) households were 
composed of a single person. A similar proportion of owning (16 percent) and renting 
(14 percent) households contained five or more persons.  Compared to Cleveland and 
Cuyahoga County, the ward has about the same proportion of single-person owners, but 
a lower proportion of single-person renters. Larger households (five or more persons) 
constituted a higher proportion of both owners and renters in the ward than in the city 
and the county. 
 
Supply of Housing 
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In 2000, Ward 17 contained 9,561 housing units, a decline of three percent since 1990. 
This decline was slightly less than the decline for Cleveland as a whole and contrasts 
with a two percent growth in total housing units in Cuyahoga County during the 
decade. About 1,200 (12 percent) units in the ward were vacant in 2000, slightly higher 
than the vacancy rate for the city and two-thirds higher than the rate for the county. 
 
Compared to Cleveland and Cuyahoga County, Ward 17 had a lower proportion of 
single-unit structures (44 percent of all units) in 2000, a higher percent of duplex units 
(30 percent), and about the same proportion of units in multiple-unit structures (26 
percent). 
 
Overall, Ward 17 has a higher proportion of housing that is older and in worse condition 
than does Cleveland as a whole. According to the Cuyahoga County Auditor, 95 percent 
of Ward 17’s housing structures were built before 1940, and half of the ward’s structures 
were built before 1910.  In 2002, the auditor rated five percent of Ward 17’s housing 
units to be in “excellent” to “good” condition, 39 percent to be in “average” condition, 
and 56 percent to be in “fair” to “unsound” condition.  
 
Due to the presence of Saint Augustine Manor and Saint Augustine Towers, Ward 17 
has a high capacity of both nursing home and residential home beds to serve the elderly 
in the neighborhood. 
 
Cost and Financing of Housing 
 
In 2000, the median value of owner-occupied housing in Ward 17 was  $58,589, an 
inflation-adjusted increase of 65 percent from 1990. Still, the median home value in the 
ward in 2000 was only 80 percent of the median value of all homes in Cleveland and 51 
percent of Cuyahoga County’s median.   
 
In 2001, the average single-family home in Ward 17 sold for $47,065, an inflation-
adjusted increase of 68 percent from 1990.  Despite this increase, the average sale price in 
the ward in 2001 was 69 percent of the average sale price in Cleveland and 36 percent of 
the Cuyahoga County average. 
 
The ability of residents to afford to buy a home was slightly lower in Ward 17 than in 
Cleveland as a whole. In 2000, the median family income in the ward was 57 percent 
greater than the annual cost of paying for a home at the median price in the ward, 
compared to 60 percent in Cleveland and 66 percent in Cuyahoga County.  During the 
1990’s housing affordability in the ward declined 16 percent, compared to a decline of 
only one percent in Cleveland, and a 13 percent increase in affordability in Cuyahoga 
County. 
 
In 2000, two-thirds (66 percent) of Ward 17’s homeowners had a mortgage, an increase 
from 52 percent in 1990.  This is slightly less than the mortgage rate for Cleveland and 
the county. 
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From 1990 to 2001, there has been a decreasing proportion of mortgages in Ward 17 that 
are high risk, from an average of 45 percent in the 1990-1993 period, to 41 percent in 
1994-1997,  to 38 percent in 1998-2001. In each four-year period, the high-risk mortgage 
rate in the ward has been lower than that for Cleveland but higher than that for 
Cuyahoga County. 
 
Sheriff sales as a proportion of all home sales declined in Ward 17 from an average of 11 
percent in the 1990-1993 period to 7 percent in 1994-97, and then rose again to 10 percent 
in 1998-2001. In each four-year period, the proportion of sheriff sales in the ward was 
lower than that for Cleveland but much higher than that for Cuyahoga County. As in 
Ward 17, Cleveland and Cuyahoga County saw a drop in sheriff sales during the 1994-
1997 period, only to rise again in the 1998-2001 period. It may be that the relatively 
prosperous mid-1990s boosted household incomes during that period, making it easier 
for homeowners to pay their mortgages. 
 
The median gross rent in Ward 17 in 2000, was $456 per month, slightly lower than the 
median for Cleveland and 85 percent of the median for Cuyahoga County.  Median rent 
in the ward increased by an inflation-adjusted ten percent between 1990 and 2000, about 
the same rate of growth as for Cleveland, but more than twice the rate of growth for the 
county. 
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1 Demographic Profile: Population by Age, 
Race, and Hispanic Ethnicity 
1990 to 2000 
 
Why Is This Indicator Important? 
 
The age distribution of the population is a major determinant of social and economic conditions 
and trends. Thus, it has a major impact on the social and health systems required by the 
population.  For example, an aging population requires social and health services that are quite 
different from those needed by a population with rising birth rates.  Furthermore, recognizing 
variations in the population’s racial and ethnic composition is important in identifying social, 
health, and human service needs; and for understanding how their political, social, economic, 
and geographic segregation may affect their access to educational, social, economic, and health 
resources. 
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Figure 1B
 Percentage of Population by Race, Ward 17
1990 and 2000
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Figure 1C
 Percentage of Population of
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How Is Ward 17 Doing? 
 
Age: Ward 17 had 22,481 residents in 2000, down slightly from 23,343 in 1990. About 7,200 
were children under 18, 13,100 were working-age adults 18 to 64, and 2,200 were 65 and older. 
Ward 17 had a greater proportion of children under 18 than did the city of Cleveland as a whole 
or Cuyahoga County, 32 percent in 2000, compared with 28 percent for the city and 25 percent 
for the county. Correspondingly, Ward 17 had a lower proportion of older persons 65 and over in 
2000, 9.5 percent, compared to Cleveland and the county, which had 12.5 percent and 15 percent 
older persons, respectively.  
 
Between 1990 and 2000, the number and percent of children in the ward was almost unchanged, 
and there was a slight decrease in those ages 65 to 74, but almost no change in those ages 75 and 
older. Among working-age adults 18 to 64, the age group from 35 to 49 increased by almost a 
thousand, reflecting the aging of the baby-boom generation. 
 
Race and Hispanic Ethnicity: The racial composition of Ward 17 changed considerably 
between 1990 and 2000. In 2000, Whites composed 65 percent of the ward, down from 80 
percent in 1990.  In the same decade, the proportion of African Americans in the ward increased 
from six to 16 percent.  For Cleveland as a whole between 1990 and 2000, the proportion of 
Whites decreased from 49 percent to 41 percent, and the proportion of African Americans 
increased from 46 to 51 percent. 
 
The Hispanic population in the ward, already a significant minority with 15 percent in 1990, 
increased by almost two thousand to 5,400, or 24 percent, in 2000. By comparison, Hispanics 
made up 5 percent of Cleveland’s population in 1990 and 7 percent in 2000. 
 
 3 
 4 
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2 Youth Demographic Profile 
   1990 to 2000 
 
Why Is This Indicator Important? 
 
The factors discussed in this demographic profile – the age, gender, and racial composition of the 
youth population – are a major influence on social and economic conditions and trends, which in 
turn impact the social and health support systems required by this dependent population. Specific 
age cohorts (for example, teenagers) have human service needs that are different than those of 
younger children. Gender differences in the age distribution are also important to some service 
systems, as is the geographic segregation of racial and ethnic groups, which may affect youths’ 
access to educational, social, economic, and health resources.  
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Figure 2B
Percentage of Youths 5 to 17 by Race, 2000
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Figure 2C
Percentage of Youths Five to 17
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Figure 2D
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How Is Ward 17 Doing? 
 
In 2000, Ward 17 had 7,200 children 17 and under, and 5,100 school-age youths, both 5 percent 
of  Cleveland’s total. Over one in five persons in Ward 17 was between five and 17. The number 
of youths increased by 200 between 1990 and 2000, a 4 percent increase. Ward 17’s youths were 
diverse compared to other parts of the city; they were 56 percent White, 22 percent Black, and 23 
percent Other Race. Over one-third were of Hispanic ethnicity.  
  
In 2000, Cleveland had nearly 98,000 school-age youths, 38 percent of the county’s total. One in 
five Clevelanders was between five and 17. The number of youths increased 5,800 between 1990 
 8 
and 2000, a 6 percent increase. The city’s youths and total population were 61 percent and 51 
percent African American, respectively, 30 percent and 42 percent White, respectively, and 9 
percent and 8 percent Other Races, respectively. One in 10 Cleveland youths was Hispanic 
compared to 7 percent of the total population.  
 
Cuyahoga County’s 257,000 youths accounted for 18 percent of the total population in 2000. 
Males outnumbered females by 5,000 (1.6 percent). The number of youths increased 19,000, or 8 
percent, between 1990 and 2000. Compared to the total population, the county’s school-age 
youths were more racially diverse – the county’s youths and total population were 58 percent and 
67 percent White, respectively, 35 percent and 27 percent African American, respectively, and 7 
percent and 6 percent Other Races, respectively. Five percent of the youths in Cuyahoga County 
were Hispanic compared to 3 percent of the total population. 
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3 Number of Older Persons   
 1990 and 2000 
 
Why Is This Indicator Important? 
 
In 2000, persons 65 years and over numbered 35 million – an increase of 12 percent since 1990. 
Currently, about one in eight Americans is 65 and over. Because 65-year-olds today have an 
average life expectancy of 82.9, the number of older persons is likely to double to 70 million by 
2030. Declining mortality and fertility rates will further increase the proportion of older persons 
in the population. The high fertility rate between 1945 and the early 1960s, the so-called baby 
boom, will be swelling the 60-and-over cohort beginning in 2005. These increases will adversely 
affect the supply of labor and economic growth, placing added stress on Social Security 
programs and heightening demand for health and social services. 
 
Figure 3
Percentage Change, Persons 65 and over
1990 to 2000
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How Is Ward 17 Doing? 
 
Nearly 10 percent of Ward 17’s population was 65 and over in 1990 and 2000, smaller than the 
12.5 percent found in all of Cleveland. Ward 17 experienced a 12.7 percent decrease in the 
number of persons 65 and over between 1990m and 2000. The percentage of older males 
decreased more than older females, -14.8 percent to -11.4 percent, respectively. The ratio of 
females to males was identical to Cleveland, 1.6 to 1. Cleveland experienced a 15 percent 
decrease in the number of older persons (65 and older) from 1990 to 2000, attributed primarily to 
outward migration. 
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4 The Very Old – Ages 85 and Over     
     1990 and 2000 
 
Why Is This Indicator Important? 
 
In 2000, there were 4.2 million Americans 85 and over, up 37 percent from 1990. Also, the 85-
and-over population is projected to more than double to 8.9 million by 2030. The percent of 
older Americans living in nursing homes increases dramatically with age, ranging from 1.1 
percent for persons 65 to 74 to 18.2 percent for the very old. Not surprisingly, the percentage of 
people with disabilities increases sharply with age, and disability takes a heavier toll on the very 
old. More than 70 percent of persons 80 and over report at least one disability compared to 45 
percent of those ages 65 to 69.1 Additionally, 35 percent of persons 80 and over reported needing 
assistance as a result of disability compared to only 8 percent of persons 65 to 69. Thus, as the 
older population continues to age, there will be increased demands for health and social services. 
 
 
Figure 4
Percentage Change, Persons 85 and over
 1990 to 2000
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How Is Ward 17 Doing? 
 
The very old in Ward 17 represented 1 percent of the total population in 1990 and increased to 
1.5 percent of the population by 2000, a 53 percent increase in the number of persons 85 and 
over, much larger than Cleveland’s increase of 8 percent. The percentage of older females 
increased more than older males, 58 percent to 39 percent, respectively. The ratio of very old 
females to males was larger than in Cleveland, 3.2 to 1. 
                                                     
1 United States Department of Health and Human Services, Administration on Aging. Available on-line at 
http://www.aoa.dhhs.gov/prof/Statistics/statistics_pf.asp. 
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5  Racial Categories of Older Persons        
2000 
 
Why Is This Indicator Important?  
 
Members of racial and ethnic minority groups frequently experience lower levels of health and 
health-related quality of life than Whites do. According to the national Medical Expenditure 
Panel Survey among adults ages 65 and over, African Americans and Hispanics were more likely 
than Whites to be in fair or poor health. They were also more likely than older Whites to have 
only Medicare coverage, or to have Medicare as well as some other form of public health 
insurance such as Medicaid. However, older Whites were about twice as likely to have Medicare 
combined with some form of private coverage. Older African Americans were far more likely 
than older Whites or Hispanics to have limitations on their ability to perform instrumental 
activities of daily living, to work at a job, or do housework.2 
 
Figure 5
Percentage of Persons 55 and Over
by Racial Category, 2000
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How Is Ward 17 Doing? 
 
In 2000, persons 55 and over in Ward 17 were 86 percent White, nine percent Other/Multiple 
Races, and five percent African American. All Clevelanders 55 and over were fairly evenly 
distributed between White and African American, and 4 percent were Other/Multiple Races. The 
older non-White population was concentrated on the east side of Cleveland. Cuyahoga County’s 
persons 55 and over were 77 percent White, 21 percent African American, and 2 percent 
Other/Multiple Races.
                                                     
2 Weigers, Margaret, Ph.D., and Susan Drilea. Health Status and Limitations: A Comparison of Hispanics, Blacks, and Whites, 
1996. Agency for Health Care Policy and Research: Medical Expenditure Panel Survey Household Component, 1996. 
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6 Marital Status of Older Persons  
     2000 
 
Why Is This Indicator Important?  
 
Marital status can strongly affect a person’s emotional and economic well-being. For older 
persons with an illness or disability, the presence of a spouse may be the deciding factor between 
going to a nursing home or staying at home. Older persons without a spouse or other family 
support are more likely to be institutionalized. 
 
 
Figure 6
Percentage Married by Age Group, 2000
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How Is Ward 17 Doing? 
 
Slightly more than one-third of persons 55 and over in Ward 17 were married, lower than 
Cleveland’s rate of fewer than four in 10 persons. Ward 17 had a larger percentage of persons in 
the “Other” marital status category than Cleveland (37 percent to 32 percent, respectively), but 
about the same percentage of widowed, nearly 30 percent. 
 
Of those 75 and over, only 18 percent were married in Ward 17, compared to 27 percent in 
Cleveland overall. Over half of persons 75 and over in Ward 17 and in Cleveland were widowed, 
only slightly higher than in the county. 
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7 Families with Children 
       1990 to 2000 
 
Why Is This Indicator Important? 
 
This indicator is a basic demographic measure. Changes in the percentage of families with 
children have important long-term impacts on our communities, educational system, and job 
market. Growing numbers of families with children mean that in future years, more public 
resources may be required for primary and secondary education, more capacity may be needed 
for college and technical schools, more social services may be needed, and the regional economy 
may need to create more jobs.   
 
 
Figure 7 
Percentage of Families with Children
 Under Age 18
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How Is Ward 17 Doing? 
 
In 2000, 65 percent of families in Ward 17 had related children under 18, a slight increase from 
62 percent in 1990.  The ward had a higher proportion of families with children than did 
Cleveland, 59 percent in 2000, or Cuyahoga County, 50 percent in 2000. 
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8 Types of Families with Children  
 1990 to 2000 
 
Why Is This Indicator Important? 
 
Mothers and fathers both play important roles in the growth and development of their children. 
The number of parents in a child’s household can have strong effects on that child’s well-being. 
Single-parent families tend to have much lower incomes than two-parent families, but recent 
research 3 indicates that the income differential accounts for only about one-half of the negative 
effects of parental absence in many areas of child well-being. 
 
Figure 8
 Percentage of Female-Headed
 Families with Children
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How Is Ward 17 Doing? 
 
In 2000, only 41 percent of Ward 17’s families with children were headed by a married couple, a 
decline from 53 percent in 1990.  Forty-eight percent were headed by a single female in 2000, an 
increase from 39.5 percent in 1990.  Families headed by a single male made up 10 percent of all 
families with children in 2000 and 7.5 percent in 1990. 
 
The proportion of female-headed families with children in Ward 17 in 2000 was lower than that 
for the city as a whole, 52 percent, but higher than that for Cuyahoga County, 33 percent. 
 
                                                     
3 McLanahan, S. and G. Sandefur. 1994. Growing Up With a Single Parent: What Hurts, What Helps? Cambridge: Harvard 
University Press. 
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9  Persons Caring for Grandchildren as a           
Percent of Persons Age 45 and Older  
 2000 
 
Why Is This Indicator Important? 
 
Grandparents raising their grandchildren face a special set of challenges and problems. Most 
never expected to raise more children, but are doing so because their own children are unable to 
do so. This is often due to parents’ drug or alcohol abuse, incapacitation, incarceration, teen 
pregnancy, divorce, or death, or because they have abused or neglected their children. These 
care-giving grandparents typically have not reached retirement age. In grandparent-maintained 
households, only 15 percent of the grandmothers and 21 percent of the grandfathers are 65 or 
older,4 so they often find themselves juggling parenting and work. The U.S. Census Bureau 
estimates 83,000 Ohio grandparents are raising their grandchildren. 
 
Figure 9
Persons Caring for Grandchildren
as a Percent of Persons 45 and Older, 2000
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How Is Ward 17 Doing? 
 
In Ward 17, 325 grandparents, or 5.3 percent of the 45-and-older population, were responsible 
for their grandchildren, higher than in Cleveland’s overall 4.7 percent. Over 7,000, or more than 
half, of the county’s affected grandparents lived in Cleveland. Thirty-five percent of the 45-and-
older Ward 17 population was 65 and older, compared to about 40 percent of the 45-and-older 
population in Cleveland. 
 
In 2000, Cuyahoga County had an average of 2.3 percent of persons 45 and older responsible for 
grandchildren. An estimated 12,260 grandparents in the county were affected. Forty-one percent 
of the 45-and-older population was 65 and older. 
                                                     
4  Ken Bryson and Lynne Casper, May 1999. Coresident Grandparents and Grandchildren, U.S. Census Bureau, Current 
Population Reports, March 1997. 
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10 Children in Out-of-Home Care 
2000 
 
Why Is This Indicator Important? 
 
Children and youths who are subject to, or at risk of, abuse or neglect sometimes need to be 
removed from their families by the county and placed in foster or out-of-home care to ensure 
their safety and proper development.  In most cases, foster care is intended to be temporary, and 
the county seeks family reunification as a long-term goal.  If a child cannot be reunited with his 
or her birth parents, the county pursues adoption as an alternative. 
 
Children in foster care frequently have multiple needs, such as behavioral and developmental 
problems, learning disabilities, and  health care needs.  With the support of the Annie E. Casey 
Foundation, the Cuyahoga County Department of Children and Family Services has established 
the Family to Family Neighborhood Foster Care Program.  This program promotes neighborhood 
collaborations among civic, school, religious, health, mental health, and other organizations to 
provide an extended network of support for foster parents. A key goal of this program is to place 
children in foster homes in geographic proximity to their primary family, and to encourage 
relationships between foster and birth parents, as well as extended family, school, friends, and 
church in order to provide continuity in the child’s life while he or she is in foster care. 
 
Other youths not living with their families are in residential group care, such as detention 
centers, residential treatment centers for the seriously emotionally disturbed, and homes for the 
mentally retarded or developmentally disabled. 
 
 
Figure 10A
Non-Related Foster Children
per 1,000 Children under 18, 2000
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Figure 10B
Children in Group Care
per 1,000 Children under 18, 2000
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How Is Ward 17 Doing? 
 
In 2000, there were 40 non-relative foster children living in Ward 17, 3 percent of the county 
total, for a rate of 5.5 per 1,000 children under 18, about half the rate for the city as a whole. 
Eight more were living in group care, all in institutional settings, for a rate of 1.1 per 1,000 
children under 18. All eight were males. 
 
In 2000, there were 1,400 non-relative foster children living in Cleveland, 60 percent of the 
county total, for a rate of 10.2 per 1,000 children under 18, one-and-a-half times the rate for the 
county as a whole. An additional 820 Cleveland children were living in group care, 190 in 
institutional settings, and 630 in non-institutional settings, for a rate of 6.0 per 1,000 children. 
Males made up three-fifths of all Cleveland children in group care, but four-fifths of those in 
institutional settings, and just over half of those in non-institutional group care. 
 
 In 2000, there were 2,300 non-relative foster children living in Cuyahoga County, for a rate of 
6.6 per 1,000 children under 18. The county also had 1,500 children living in group care for a 
rate of 4.4 per 1,000; about 700 of these lived in institutional and 800 in non-institutional 
settings.  Males made up two-thirds of all group care-residents, but five-sixths of the institutional 
residents, and just over half of non-institutional residents. 
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11 Older Persons Living Alone  
       1990 to 2000 
 
Why Is This Indicator Important?  
 
Like marital status, the living arrangements of older persons are important because they are 
closely linked to income, health status, and the availability of caregivers. Older persons who live 
alone are more likely to be poor than older persons who reside with their spouses. 
 
Figure 11
Percentage of Persons L iving Alone,
Ages 65 and over, 2000
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How Is Ward 17 Doing? 
 
In 2000, 824 older persons, or 38 percent, lived alone in Ward 17; 71 percent were women. In 
Cleveland, 21,200 older persons, or 35.3 percent, lived alone. Unlike the city, the percentage 
increased 16.4 percent for older women, but decreased 27.4 percent for older men since 1990. 
The percentage decreased 13.5 percent for older Cleveland women, but increased 3.2 percent for 
older Cleveland men since 1990. 
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12 Persons 65 Years and Over Who Are 
Linguistically Isolated 
        1990 to 2000         
 
Why Is This Indicator Important?  
 
The inability to speak English well may hamper older persons in virtually every area of their 
lives, both socially and economically. Even health care may be compromised due to lack of 
proper communication with doctors and their staff. Many older persons who do not speak 
English well are not aware of social programs that provide services, such as meals or 
transportation that can connect them with the community. 
  
 
Figure 12
Percentage of Persons 65 and Over
 Who Are Linguistically Isolated, 2000
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How Is Ward 17 Doing? 
 
About 150 older persons, or 7 percent, in Ward 17 were linguistically isolated, higher than in the 
city overall, where 2,400 older persons were linguistically isolated, or 4.2 percent of the 65-and-
over population. The percentage decrease since 1990 in Ward 17 was also higher, at 34 percent, 
while Cleveland’s linguistically isolated was down 16.5 percent. In Cuyahoga County, 8,900 
older persons were linguistically isolated, or 4.3 percent of the 65-and-over population. This was 
a 6.2 percent decline since 1990. 
 
 
    
    
 20 
13 Mothers in the Labor Force  
  with Children Under Age Six  
  1990 to 2000 
 
Why Is This Indicator Important? 
 
This indicator is an important measure of the economic viability of a particularly vulnerable 
segment of the population, mothers with young children. This population requires a strong social 
and institutional support system including job benefits such as family leave, healthcare, and child 
day care. 
 
 
Figure 13 
Percentage of Mothers in the Labor Force
 with Children Under Age Six
1990 and 2000
53.5
61.9
64.0
35.9
48.2
54.3
0.0 20.0 40.0 60.0 80.0
Ward 17
Cleveland
Cuyahoga
County
1990
2000
 
 
How Is Ward 17 Doing? 
 
In 2000, just over half (53 percent) of mothers in the ward with children under six were in the 
labor force, an increase from 1990, when only 36 percent were in the labor force.  This increase 
was also seen in Cleveland and Cuyahoga County as a whole, reflecting an improved economy 
over the decade and the effects of welfare reform, which channeled more mothers with young 
children into the labor force. However, the ward’s labor force rate for this population was lower 
than that of the city and the county, both in 1990 and in 2000. In addition, the recession of the 
last few years may have reduced the labor force participation rate below that of the time of the 
2000 census. 
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14 Number of Regulated Childcare Spaces 
      2004 
 
Why Is This Indicator Important? 
 
In recent decades, non-parental childcare has grown in importance as a means of helping 
working families secure and maintain their economic self-sufficiency. The number of working 
women with children, especially those with children under the age of six, has increased 
dramatically. Ohio Works First, the state program to help people move from welfare to work, has 
created more demand for childcare for working parents.  The locations and types of facilities 
available compared with the distribution of potential need (percentage of parent(s) working) is an 
indicator reflecting the relative balance of a critical resource. 
 
 
Figure 14
 Distribution of Regulated Childcare Spaces, 2004
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How Is Ward 17 Doing? 
 
In 2004, Ward 17 had 874 regulated childcare spaces, for a rate of 16 per 100 children 12 and under.  The ward had 
a lower rate than that for Cleveland as a whole, 25 per 100 children, and lower than that for 
Cuyahoga County, 27 per 100 children.  Forty-two percent of the ward’s childcare spaces were 
in centers, 34 percent were in certified homes, and 24 percent were in pre-school or school-age 
settings.  Compared to Cleveland, the ward had a lower percentage of its total spaces in centers, 
and a higher percentage in certified homes, pre-schools, and school-age programs. 
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15 School Enrollment 
       2000 
 
Why Is This Indicator Important? 
 
The percentage of children enrolled in school has a direct impact on the quality of education of 
the population. Low enrollment rates mean fewer children are receiving an education. Low 
enrollment rates also impact the employability of the population in later years. 
 
Figure 15
 Percent Enrolled in School, Ages 3 to 17, 2000
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How Is Ward 17 Doing? 
 
In 2000, 89 percent of Ward 17’s children were enrolled in school, lower than Cleveland’s rate, 
90 percent, and lower than Cuyahoga County’s rate, 92 percent. 
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16 School Enrollment by Grade Level 
2000 
 
Why Is This Indicator Important? 
 
Enrollment in public schools is an indirect measure of their perceived quality, though only to the 
extent that private schools are available and affordable. Public schools with a reputation for high 
quality will attract higher percentages of eligible students, while schools perceived of as being of 
lesser quality will lose greater proportions of eligible students to private schools.  Communities 
with higher percentages of eligible students enrolled in public schools (which are specific to each 
community or group of communities) have a higher degree of investment in their communities 
on the part of parents of students than those who have higher percentages attending private 
schools (which may be in different communities than where they live). 
  
Figure 16A
Percentage Enrollment in Public and Private
Nursery School, Preschool, or Kindergarten, 2000
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Figure 16B
Percentage Enrollment in Public and Private Elementary 
School, Grades One through E ight, 2000
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Figure 16C
Percentage Enrollment in Public and Private
Secondary School, Grades Nine through 12, 2000
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How Is Ward 17 Doing? 
Ward 17 had a higher percentage of its school-age youths in public nursery school, preschool, 
and kindergarten than Cleveland overall, 82 percent to 79 percent, respectively. The percentage 
in grades one through eight was closer to Cleveland, 85 percent to 84 percent, respectively, then 
grades nine through 12 diverged slightly, with 86 percent in Ward 17 and 84 percent in 
Cleveland. 
 
Cuyahoga County public school enrollment rose as youths progressed through the educational 
system.  This is likely due to the cost of private schooling.  In Cuyahoga County, public school 
enrollment among nursery school, preschool, and kindergarten-age youths was 66 percent in 
2000.  This rose to 80 percent in grades one through eight, and to 84 percent in grades nine 
through 12.   
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17 Enrollment, Employment, and                
Unemployment, Teens Ages 16 to 19 
1990-2000 
 
Why Is This Indicator Important? 
 
Preferably, teens ages 16 to 19 are either enrolled in school or working.  This indicator measures 
the ability of the educational system to retain and train students, and of the job market to provide 
employment to graduates. 
 
Figure 17
 Percent of 16-to-19-Year-Olds
 Enrolled in School or Employed
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How Is Ward 17 Doing? 
 
In 2000, 80 percent of 16-to-19-year-olds in Ward 17 were either in school or working, an 
increase from 74 percent in 1990.  However, these percentages were lower than those for the city 
of Cleveland and Cuyahoga County as a whole, both in 1990 and 2000.  Twenty percent, or 250 
of these youths in the ward, were neither in school nor working in 2000. 
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18 Educational Attainment, 
   Ages 25 to 34 
       2000 
 
Why Is This Indicator Important? 
 
The ultimate goal of primary and secondary education is to produce an educated population. As 
the educational level of the population rises, so too does the employment and income potential of 
the population.  Persons ages 25 to 34 represent those ages where formal education has usually 
ended and full-time entry into the work force has begun. Thus educational attainment of this 
segment of the population is a good indicator of the job preparedness of the emerging workforce. 
Those with no high school diploma are generally the least employable and trainable; persons 
with at least an associate’s degree are generally the most viable in the labor market and are the 
most important to economic innovation and growth for the region; those with some college or 
post-secondary education but no degree may constitute a potential market for higher education 
and a segment of the workforce ready for further training. 
 
Figure 18
 Educational Attainment, Ages 25 to 34, 2000
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How Is Ward 17 Doing? 
 
In 2000, 38 percent of Ward 17’s 25-to-34-year-olds, or 1,300 individuals, did not have a high 
school diploma.  This proportion without a diploma was 71 percent higher than the rate for 
Cleveland as a whole, 22 percent, and more than three times than the rate for Cuyahoga County, 
12 percent.  About a quarter (28 percent) of the ward’s population in this age group had a high 
school diploma, but no further education, about the same as the county’s rate of 25 percent, but 
lower than the city’s rate of  32 percent. Only 19 percent of this age group in Ward 17 had some 
college, but no degree, compared to 23 percent for both the city and the county; and only 16 
percent had an associate’s degree or higher, compared to 23 percent for the city and 39 percent 
for the county. 
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19 Maternal Education 
               1996 to 2002 
 
Why Is This Indicator Important? 
National data have consistently linked low maternal education to an increased risk for fetal and 
infant mortality. Mothers with low educational attainment are less likely to receive adequate 
prenatal care and are more likely to engage in detrimental health behaviors such as drinking 
alcohol and smoking cigarettes while pregnant. Additionally, low educational attainment 
translates into fewer job opportunities and a greater likelihood of living in poverty. Clearly, 
mothers without an education and the children born to them are at an economic and social 
disadvantage. 
 
Figure 19
 Percentage of Births by Mother's
 Years of School Completed
 1996 to 2002
48.2
32.9
18.5
38.4
38.1
31.3
13.4
28.9
50.2
0 20 40 60 80 100
Ward 17
Cleveland
Cuyahoga County
Less Than High School High School Some College
 
 
 
How Is Ward 17 Doing? 
 
Almost half (48 percent) of all births in Ward 17 from 1996 through 2002 were to mothers who 
had not completed high school.  This is a higher percentage than for Cleveland (33 percent) and 
for the county as a whole (19 percent).  Thirty-eight percent of births in the ward were to 
mothers who had a high-school diploma, and 13 percent to mothers who had some college.  Over 
the period from 1996 to 2002, there was a slight decline in those with less than a high school 
diploma and a slight increase in those with some post-secondary education. 
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20 Labor Force Participation 
             1990-2000 
 
Why Is This Indicator Important? 
 
This indicator measures workforce engagement with the job market. High labor force 
participation indicates a workforce that is actively supporting the regional economy by either 
working or actively seeking work. 
 
It should be noted that with this and other economic and poverty indicators, the apparent gains 
that are seen in the region between the 1990 and 2000 censuses have been curtailed in the last 
few years. The recent recession and the effects of the 9/11 terrorist attacks have significantly 
reduced the progress made in the 1990s in the nation’s and the region’s economies. 
 
Figure 20
 Percent in the Labor Force, Ages 16 and Over
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How Is Ward 17 Doing? 
 
Labor force participation in Ward 17 was 55.5 percent in 2000, up slightly from 53.5 percent in 
1990. The ward’s rate was slightly lower than Cleveland’s rate of  57 percent in 2000, and lower 
than Cuyahoga County’s rate of 62 percent. Both the city and the county also had slight increases 
in their labor force participation rates between 1990 and 2000. 
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21 Labor Force Participation 
 of Older Persons   
     2000 
 
Why Is This Indicator Important?  
 
Some older Americans work out of economic necessity. Others may be attracted by the social 
contact, intellectual challenges, or sense of value to the community that a job often provides. 
High labor force participation among older persons supports the regional economy, although it 
may contribute to unemployment among younger persons. 
 
Figure 21
Labor Force Participation Rates
Ages 55 and Over by Age Group, 2000
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How Is Ward 17 Doing? 
 
Labor force participation rates in Ward 17 are lower in every age group for persons 55 and over 
compared to the city and the county. Of persons 65 and over in 2000, 7 percent in Ward 17 and 
10 percent in Cleveland were in the labor force. Cleveland’s lower rate compared to the suburbs 
is consistent with its higher disability rates (see Social Indicators 2003: Community Health 
report) and higher percentage of Supplemental Security Income recipients. 
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22 Unemployment Rate 
          1990 to 2000 
 
Why Is This Indicator Important? 
 
This indicator is a basic measure of economic strength, the ability of a regional economy to 
provide steady employment to its workforce, and the preparedness of that workforce. Low rates 
of unemployment translate to both personal and regional economic vitality. High rates indicate a 
need for improved workforce preparedness, more jobs, educational services to improve the 
employment prospects of the unemployed, and social services for the unemployed and their 
families. 
 
Figure 22
 Percent Unemployed, Ages 16 and Over
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How Is Ward 17 Doing? 
 
In 2000, Ward 17’s unemployment rate was 12.2 percent, a 22 percent decline from its 1990 
level of 15.7 percent.  However, the ward’s unemployment rate was higher than Cleveland’s rate 
both in 1990 and in 2000, and was double Cuyahoga County’s rate in both years. 
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23 Child Dependency Ratio 
        1990 to 2000 
 
Why Is This Indicator Important? 
 
This indicator estimates the capability of the employed population to support children by 
comparing the number of children in a geographic area to the number of employed persons in 
that area. Areas with high dependency ratios may have less discretionary income to support 
school levies and other community services, and often depend on the resources of other 
communities to provide basic support. 
 
 
Figure 23
 Child Dependency Ratio
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How Is Ward 17 Doing? 
 
In Ward 17, there were 92 children per 100 employed persons in 2000, a decline from a ratio of 
95 in 1990.  This ratio is 20 percent higher in the ward, indicating greater dependency, than in 
the city as a whole, which had a ratio of 76 in 2000, and 67 percent higher than the ratio for 
Cuyahoga County, which was 55 in 2000. 
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24 Manufacturing Employment 
           1990-2000 
 
Why Is This Indicator Important? 
 
Manufacturing employment has long been the core of the Northeast Ohio economy. Changes in 
this important and traditionally well-paying economic sector indicate changes in the region’s 
economy. A shift in employment away from manufacturing to other economic sectors implies 
declining income for workers unless job growth in other sectors provides comparable or better 
wages. Shifts to service industry jobs that often accompany manufacturing losses generally have 
a detrimental effect on wages. Areas with high but declining rates may be particularly vulnerable 
to long-term economic decline. 
 
 
Figure 24
 Percent Employed in Manufacturing
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How Is Ward 17 Doing? 
 
In 2000, about 1,900 Ward 17 residents were employed in manufacturing, about a quarter of all 
those employed, down from about one-third in 1990. Ward 17 had a greater proportion of 
workers in manufacturing than either Cleveland or Cuyahoga County, both in 1990 and in 2000. 
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25 Median Household Income 
  1989 to 1999 
 
Why Is This Indicator Important? 
 
This indicator is a basic measure of the economic health of the population, with higher incomes 
indicating a more robust economy, a more skilled workforce, and better ability of households to 
meet material needs. 
 
 
Figure 25 
Median Household Income, 1989 and 1999
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How Is Ward 17 Doing? 
 
Median household income in Ward 17 increased 14 percent from $19,300 in 1989 to $22,000 in 
1999. Although lower than the median income for Cleveland and Cuyahoga County in both 
years, the median income in Ward 17 grew faster in the decade than that for either the city or the 
county. Still, in 1999, Ward 17’s median income was only 87 percent of the city’s and 56 percent 
of the county’s median income. 
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26 Per Capita Income 
  1989-1999 
 
Why Is This Indicator Important? 
 
Like median household income, this indicator is a basic measure of the economic health of the 
population, demonstrating the ability of individuals to build and maintain a level of income 
adequate to meet basic needs. Unlike household income, per capita income accounts for 
variations in household size. Areas with large families may have higher household incomes but 
lower per capita incomes.   
 
Figure 26
 Per Capita Income, 1989 and 1999
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How Is Ward 17 Doing? 
 
Per capita income in Ward 17 grew 19 percent, from $9,800 in 1989 to $11,700 in 1999. 
Although lower than the per capita income for Cleveland and Cuyahoga County in both years, 
per capita income in Ward 17 grew faster in the decade than that for either the city or the county. 
Still, in 1999, Ward 17’s per capita income was only 82 percent of the city’s  and 52 percent of 
the county’s per capita income. 
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27 Persons Living in Poverty 
  1990 to 2000 
 
Why Is This Indicator Important? 
 
The percentage of the population who live in poverty is a basic measure of the economic and 
social health of the population.  In addition to the lack of economic opportunity inherent in the 
definition of poverty, high poverty rates have been associated with a whole host of social 
problems, including crime, low educational attainment, certain mental health disorders, and 
many more.    
 
It should be noted that with this and other economic and poverty indicators, the apparent gains 
that are seen in the region between the 1990 and 2000 censuses have been curtailed in the last 
few years. The recent recession and the effects of the 9/11 terrorist attacks have significantly 
reduced the progress made in the 1990s in the nation’s and the region’s economies. 
 
Figure 27
 Percentage of Persons Below Poverty
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How Is Ward 17 Doing? 
 
In 2000, about 7,800, or 35 percent, of Ward 17’s population lived below the poverty line, a 
decrease of less than one percentage point from the ward’s 1990 poverty rate. A greater 
proportion of the ward’s residents were poor than in either Cleveland or Cuyahoga County, both 
in 1990 and in 2000. In 2000, Ward 17’s poverty rate was one-third higher than the city’s rate 
and more than two-and-a-half times the county’s rate. 
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28 Persons Living Near Poverty 
  1990 to 2000 
 
Why Is This Indicator Important? 
 
This indicator concerns the number of people who are marginally above the generally accepted 
federally defined poverty threshold and who are at risk of falling into poverty. Increases in this 
indicator can either imply that some significant number of persons are slipping closer to the 
poverty level, or, conversely, that they are moving above the poverty threshold. Only a view of 
both near poverty and below poverty trends can reveal which of these two circumstances exist. 
Thus, in looking for trends, this indicator should be used with the previous one – Persons Living 
in Poverty. 
 
Figure 28
Percentage of Persons Between
 100 and 200 Percent of Poverty
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How Is Ward 17 Doing? 
 
In 2000, about 6,400, or 28 percent, of Ward 17’s residents had incomes between 100 and 200 
percent of the poverty level, a slight increase from 27 percent in 1990. Of these, about 3,700 
were in the lower range between 100 and 150 percent of poverty, and 2,700 were between 150 
and 200 percent of poverty.  The near-poverty rate for the ward was higher than that of 
Cleveland and Cuyahoga County, both in 1990 and in 2000. Coupled with the fact that the 
below-poverty rate for the ward was decreasing, the increase in the near-poverty rate indicates 
that more persons are likely moving upward out of poverty to the near-poverty level than are 
moving from near-poverty to below-poverty. Still, the near-poverty rate for the ward in 2000 was 
18 percent higher than the city’s rate, and 78 percent higher than the county’s rate. 
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29 Youths Below the Poverty Level     
1990 and 2000 
 
Why Is This Indicator Important? 
 
This indicator is important because children are disproportionately affected by poverty. At every 
level – national, regional, and local – school-age children had a higher poverty rate than the 
population as a whole. Children living in homes with incomes below the federal poverty level 
require a higher level of support from social, health, and economic support systems. Compared 
with children living in families above the poverty line, children living below the poverty line are 
more likely to have difficulty in school,5 to become teen parents,6 and, as adults, to earn less and 
be unemployed more frequently,7 thereby perpetuating poverty in future generations.  
 
 
Figure 29A
Percentage of Youths Six to 17 Below Poverty Level
1990 and 2000
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5 Duncan, G. and Brooks-Gunn, J. (Eds.). (1997). Consequences of growing up poor. New York, NY: Russell Sage Press. 
6 An, C., Haveman, R., and Wolfe, B. (1993). Teen out-of-wedlock births and welfare receipt: The role of childhood events and 
economic circumstances. Review of Economics and Statistics, 75 (2), 195-208. 
7 Duncan, G. and Brooks-Gunn, J. (Eds.). (1997). Consequences of growing up poor. New York, NY: Russell Sage Press. 
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Figure 29B
Percentage below Poverty Level, Ages Six to 17 and 
Total Population, 2000
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How Is Ward 17 Doing? 
 
In 2000, an estimated 2,240 school-age youths lived in poverty in Ward 17, 7 percent of 
Cleveland’s total. Forty-six percent of all school-age youths lived in poverty, a slight increase of 
1 percent since 1990. 
 
Over a third of school-age youths (36 percent, an estimated 32,000) lived in poverty in 
Cleveland, nearly three-fourths of the county’s total. However, this was a decline, or 
improvement, of 11 percent since 1990, when the poverty rate was nearly 5 percentage points 
higher (41 percent). The estimated number of Cleveland school-age youths living in poverty 
declined by more than 2,000 in the 10-year period. 
 
In 2000, 43,400 school-age youths lived in poverty in Cuyahoga County, 18.5 percent of all 
Cuyahoga County youths. Since 1990, the poverty rate declined 1.8 percentage points, nearly 9 
percent. Most of the youth poverty in the county was found in Cleveland. 
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30 Older Persons Below Poverty and Near 
Poverty 
  2000        
 
Why Is This Indicator Important?  
 
Poverty is an important issue because it is a fundamental measure of quality of life and economic 
vitality. Older persons with incomes below the federal poverty level are more often in greater 
need of social, health, and economic support. Among older Americans, the poverty rate increases 
with age, and with the average life expectancy increasing, we may expect a rise in the poverty 
rate among older persons. 
 
Figure 30A
Percentage of Older Persons Below Poverty
by Age Group, 2000
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Figure 30B
Percentage of Older Persons Near Poverty
by Age Group, 2000
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How Is Ward 17 Doing? 
 
About 230 persons 65 and over, or 11 percent, in Ward 17 were below poverty in 2000. Over one 
in five (22 percent) of persons 55 to 64 were below poverty as well. Nearly half of persons 65 
and over, and 58 percent of persons 75 and over, were below 200 percent of poverty (a 
combination of below and near poverty). 
 
About 9,600, or nearly 17 percent, of older persons in Cleveland were below poverty in 2000, 
half of Cuyahoga County’s older poor persons. This rate was down from 19.2 percent in 1990. 
Unlike the suburbs, a large percentage of persons 55 to 64 were below poverty as well (over one 
in five, compared to one in twenty in the suburbs.) Forty-four percent of persons 65 and over, 
and nearly half of persons 75 and over, were below 200 percent of poverty (a combination of 
below and near poverty). 
 
In 2000, about 19,100 older persons were below poverty in Cuyahoga County, for a rate of 9.3 
percent, down from 10.2 percent in 1990. The rate was 2.5 times higher in Cleveland than in the 
suburbs. About 31 percent of all persons 65 and over, and 35 percent of persons 75 and over, 
were below 200 percent of poverty (a combination of below and near poverty). 
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31 Families Below Poverty Level by Race 
  and Hispanic Ethnicity 
    1990 to 2000 
 
Why Is This Indicator Important? 
 
This indicator is important because it is a fundamental measure of quality of life and economic 
vitality.  Families constitute a primary economic and social unit, and those with incomes below 
the federal poverty level are in greater need of social, health, and economic support. 
Compounding the disadvantages of poverty are those of race and ethnicity. This indicator depicts 
the disproportionate distribution of poverty in minority families and families of Hispanic origin. 
 
Figure 31
 Percentage of Families Below Poverty by Race
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How Is Ward 17 Doing? 
 
In 2000, there were 1,571 families in Ward 17 who had incomes below the poverty level, down 
from 1,912 in 1990. Between 1990 and 2000, the poverty rate for families in the ward declined 
for all racial groups, as well as for Hispanics. Nevertheless, the poverty rate was higher in Ward 
17 than in either the city or county as a whole, both in 1990 and in 2000. This was true for all 
races together; for Whites, African Americans, and Other Races separately; and for Hispanic 
families. Thirty-one percent of families of all races in the ward were poor in 2000, compared to 
23 percent in Cleveland as a whole and ten percent in the county as a whole.  African American 
and Other Race families in the ward had the highest poverty rates in 2000, 43 and 42 percent, 
respectively, compared to 25 percent of White families. Thirty-eight percent of Hispanic families 
in the ward were below the poverty level in 2000. 
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32 Families with Children Below Poverty  
  Level by Race and Hispanic Ethnicity 
       1990 to 2000 
 
Why Is This Indicator Important? 
 
This indicator is important because it is a fundamental measure of quality of life and economic 
vitality.  Families constitute a primary economic and social unit, and those families with children 
with incomes below the federal poverty level require a higher level of support from social, 
health, and economic support systems. In addition, children raised in poverty may be more likely 
to have difficulty escaping poverty when they reach adulthood, thereby perpetuating poverty in 
future families and generations. We view the indicator by race and Hispanic origin since poverty 
is disproportionately high among minority and Hispanic families with children. 
 
Figure 32
 Percentage of Families with Children Below Poverty
 by Race and Hispanic Origin, 2000
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How Is Ward 17 Doing? 
 
In 2000, there were 1,571 families with children in Ward 17 who had incomes below the poverty 
level, a decline from 1,590 in 1990.  Between 1990 and 2000 in the ward, poverty rates for 
families with children declined for all races together, and for Whites, African Americans, and 
Hispanics; the rate increased slightly for Other Race families. 
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In spite of this decline, the poverty rate for families with children was higher in Ward 17 than in 
Cleveland and Cuyahoga County as a whole, both in 1990 and in 2000.  This was true for all 
races together; for White, African American, and Other Race families separately; as well as for 
Hispanic families. In both census years, poverty rates for families with children were higher than 
rates for all families, with and without children. 
 
Two in five (40 percent) families with children of all races in the ward were poor in 2000, 
compared to 32 percent in Cleveland as a whole and 16 percent in the county as a whole.  Other 
Race and African American families in the ward had the highest poverty rates in 2000, 49 and 47 
percent, respectively, compared to 36 percent of White families. Forty-seven percent of Hispanic 
families in the ward were below the poverty level in 2000. 
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33 Female-Headed Families with Children 
Below Poverty Level by Race and 
Hispanic Ethnicity 
     1990 to 2000 
 
Why Is This Indicator Important? 
 
Like the other poverty-related indicators, this indicator is important because it is a fundamental 
measure of quality of life and economic vitality. This indicator concerns a particularly vulnerable 
segment of the population, as women in such families bear household and child-rearing 
responsibilities while facing pay inequities and often lacking paternal financial support. While 
male-headed families below the federal poverty level also face difficulties, the number of 
female-headed families far exceeds male-headed, and the proportions that are below the poverty 
threshold are also generally much greater.  In Cuyahoga County, for example, they outnumber 
male-headed families below poverty by a 10-to-one ratio (21,497 to 2,189), and their proportion 
below poverty is almost double that of male-headed (36.4 versus 19.5 percent). Thus, this 
population constitutes the family unit with the greatest needs from the social, health, and 
economic support systems. We view the indicator by race and Hispanic origin since poverty is 
disproportionately high among minority and Hispanic women with children. 
 
Figure 33
 Percentage of Female-Headed Families with Children
 Below Poverty by Race and Hispanic Origin, 2000
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How Is Ward 17 Doing? 
 
In 2000, there were 922 female-headed families with children in Ward 17 who had incomes 
below the poverty level, a decline from 962 in 1990.  Between 1990 and 2000 in the ward, 
poverty rates for female-headed families with children declined for all racial groups, as well as 
for Hispanics. 
 
In spite of this decline, the poverty rate for female-headed families with children was higher in 
Ward 17 than in Cleveland or Cuyahoga County as a whole, both in 1990 and in 2000.  This was 
true for all races together; for White, African American, and Other Race families separately; as 
well as for Hispanic families. In both census years, poverty rates for female-headed families with 
children were higher than rates for all families with children. 
 
Almost three in five (57 percent) female-headed families with children of all races in the ward 
were poor in 2000, compared to 48 percent in Cleveland as a whole and 36 percent in the county 
as a whole.  Other Race and White families in the ward had the highest poverty rates in 2000, 64 
and 58 percent, respectively, compared to 51.5 percent of African American families. Sixty-one 
percent of Hispanic families in the ward were below the poverty level in 2000. 
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34 Fertility Rates by Race, Ages 15 to 44 
1996 to 2002 
   
Why Is This Indicator Important? 
 
Declining fertility and mortality rates have the combined effect of causing a population to age. 
This can adversely affect the supply of labor and economic growth as well as place increased 
stress on social security programs and change demand for health and social services. Fertility 
rates can be affected by women’s educational attainment, their labor force participation, and the 
decisions to delay marriage and childbearing. 
 
Figure 34
 Fertility Rate, Births per 1,000 Females Ages 15 to 44
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How Is Ward 17 Doing? 
 
From 1996 to 2002, about five hundred babies per year were born to mothers living in Ward 17. 
For all races together, the average fertility rate in Ward 17 was 98 births per 1,000 females ages 
15 to 44.  Ward 17’s rate was one-sixth higher than Cleveland’s average rate of 85 per 1,000, and 
more than 50 percent higher than Cuyahoga County’s rate of 62 per 1,000.  The average fertility 
rate among White women in the ward, 122 per 1,000, was higher than that of African American 
women, 115 per 1,000.  Over the period from 1996 to 2002, the fertility rate in Ward 17 grew by 
an average of eight percent per year, compared to an increase of seven percent per year for 
Cleveland and a decline of one percent per year for the county. 
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35 Births to Unmarried Women 
        1996 to 2002 
 
Why Is This Indicator Important? 
 
Nationally, the percentage of births to unmarried women has risen dramatically over the past 
several decades. As seen in previous indicators, single-parent households, especially those 
headed by females, are much more likely than two-parent households to be living in poverty. 
Births outside of marriage are generally associated with elevated rates of low birth weight, infant 
mortality, and other risk factors that are linked to poor birth outcomes.8  The public policy 
implications are considerable given that non-marital birth rates indicate the “potential need for 
social, health, and other services.”9  
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How Is Ward 17 Doing? 
 
From 1996 through 2002, two thirds (68 percent) of births in Ward 17 were to unmarried 
mothers, about the same rate as that of the city of Cleveland, but higher than that of Cuyahoga 
County, which had an unmarried birth rate of 42 percent.  There was very little change in the rate 
over the time period for the ward, the city, or the county. 
 
                                                     
8 Bennett T. “Infant mortality by marital status of mother – United States.” Morbidity and Mortality Weekly Report. 
1990; 39: 521-523. 
9 National Center for Health Statistics, National Vital Statistics Reports, vol. 48, no. 16, Oct.18, 2000. 
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36 Teen Births, Ages 15 to 17 
               1996 to 2002 
 
Why Is This Indicator Important? 
 
Infants born to mothers under the age of 18 are more likely to have low birth weights and an 
increased risk of death. Additionally, children born to teenagers are more likely to be poor and 
have fewer educational opportunities, hence they are more likely to drop out of school and 
become teen parents themselves.  For most teen mothers, parenting will shorten their time in 
school and increase the likelihood that, as young adults, they will be poor and dependent and 
place greater burdens on their families. While teen birth rates have been declining over the past 
decade, there is still room for improvement through thoughtful intervention, particularly in 
communities with high rates. 
 
Figure 36
 Teen Births per 1,000 Females Ages 15 to 17
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How Is Ward 17 Doing? 
 
From 1996 through 2002, there were an average of 91 births per 1,000 teens ages 15 to 17 in 
Ward 17, higher than the city-wide rate of 71 per 1,000, and almost three times the county-wide 
rate of 32 per 1,000.  Furthermore, while the rate for Cuyahoga County was declining by an 
annual average of seven percent, the rate for Ward 17 was increasing by an annual average of 
eight percent, much higher than the average annual increase of one percent for Cleveland as a 
whole. 
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37 Maternal Smoking 
1996 to 2002 
 
Why Is This Indicator Important? 
 
Over the past 30 years, researchers have accumulated much scientific evidence that smoking 
during pregnancy adversely affects a child’s health and development. Researchers have long 
known that smoking during pregnancy increases the risk for delivering a low-birth-weight baby 
and one that may die of sudden infant death syndrome (SIDS). However, recent research has 
linked smoking during pregnancy with negative toddler behavior and a predisposition toward 
early smoking experimentation.10  11 Maternal smoking has even been linked to the development 
of diabetes in later life.12 The health problems associated with smoking during pregnancy come 
at a great economic cost to society. 
 
Figure 37
 Percentage of Births to Mothers Who Smoked
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How Is Ward 17 Doing? 
 
From 1996 to 2002, an average of 30 percent of Ward 17’s births were to women who smoked 
during their pregnancies, more than 50 percent higher than Cleveland’s rate of 19 percent and 
more than twice Cuyahoga’s County’s rate of 13 percent.  Over the seven-year period, the 
smoking rate among pregnant women in the ward increased slightly, while similar rates for the 
city and county experienced a slight decline. 
 
 
                                                     
10 J.S. Brook, D.W. Brook, and M. Whiteman, “The Influence of Maternal Smoking During Pregnancy on the Toddler’s 
Negativity,” Archives of Pediatric and Adolescent Medicine 154, no. 4 (2000): 381-385. 
11 M.D. Cornelius, S.L. Leech, L. Goldschmidt, and N.L. Day, “Prenatal Tobacco Exposure: Is It a Risk Factor for Early Tobacco 
Experimentation?” Nicotine & Tobacco Research 2 (2000): 42-52. 
12 Melinda T. Willis, “Smoking Moms a Drag: Children of Moms Who Smoked During Pregnancy at Greater Risk for Diabetes,” 
ABCNEWS.com. 
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38 Maternal Alcohol Use 
1996 to 2002  
 
Why Is This Indicator Important? 
 
Alcohol exposure during pregnancy can lead to birth defects as well as severe mental and 
behavioral problems. Damage to the brain resulting from fetal alcohol exposure translates into 
mental retardation, learning and memory deficits, hyperactivity, and attention-deficit disorder. 
Physical damage may include facial, bone, heart, and kidney defects. Though they are 
completely preventable, the adverse health consequences of drinking during pregnancy remain a 
significant public health problem. 
 
Figure 38
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How Is Ward 17 Doing? 
 
From 1996 to 2002, an average of 1.6 percent of births in Ward 17 were to mothers who used 
alcohol during their pregnancies, about the same percentage as in Cleveland and slightly higher 
than Cuyahoga County’s rate of 1.1 percent. 
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39 Late or No Prenatal Care 
1996 to 2002 
 
Why Is This Indicator Important? 
 
Timely prenatal care helps ensure the health of mothers and their infants. Ideally, prenatal care 
begins in the first trimester of pregnancy, if the pregnancy goes to term, the mother will have had 
10 to 12 prenatal visits. There is a well-established link between the use of prenatal care services 
and birth outcomes. Late initiation of prenatal care has been associated with low birth weights 
and premature births, as well as infant and maternal mortality. The benefits of early prenatal care 
are often the strongest among economically disadvantaged women who may be the least likely to 
receive timely care. 
 
Figure 39
 Percentage of Births with Late or No Prenatal Care
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How Is Ward 17 Doing? 
 
From 1996 to 2002, an average of seven percent of births in Ward 17 were to mothers who had 
only late prenatal care or none at all, about the same proportion as in Cleveland as a whole, but 
higher than Cuyahoga County’s rate of five percent.  Although the proportion of births with late-
starting care declined between 1996 and 2002 in both the city and the county, there was almost 
no change in the ward’s rate over the seven-year period. 
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40 Inadequate Prenatal Care  
1996 to 2002 
 
Why Is This Indicator Important? 
 
The benefits of early prenatal care are undisputed, but prenatal care must be consistent 
throughout pregnancy to maximize its effectiveness. Regular prenatal care can manage or 
prevent the consequences of maternal health problems, including gestational diabetes and high 
blood pressure. During prenatal visits, a woman may be given advice about her pregnancy and a 
plan for care that may recommend things such as exercise, healthy diet, and regular medical 
check-ups. A major objective of the visits is to have the mother recognize the importance of her 
health behaviors while pregnant. An aim of Healthy People 2010 13is to increase adequate 
prenatal care to 90 percent of live births. 
 
 
Figure 40
 Percentage of Births with Inadequate Prenatal Care
1996 to 2002 Average
33.4
26.4
16.5
0 10 20 30 40
Ward 17
Cleveland
Cuyahoga
County
 
 
How Is Ward 17 Doing? 
 
From 1996 to 2002, about one in three births in Ward 17 were to mothers who had inadequate 
prenatal care, compared to one in four in Cleveland as a whole and one in six in Cuyahoga 
County.  The ward’s percentage of births with inadequate care decreased during the seven-year 
period at an average rate of four percent per year, less than the rate of decline for the city and 
county. 
 
                                                     
13 Healthy People 2010 is the prevention agenda for the Nation. It is a statement of national health objectives 
designed to identify the most significant preventable threats to health and to establish national goals to reduce these 
threats. 
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41 Premature Births 
1996 to 2002 
 
Why Is This Indicator Important? 
 
Premature birth at less than 37 weeks of gestation is a leading cause of death in the first month of 
life. Premature infants suffer illness and disability more frequently, including developmental 
delays, chronic respiratory problems, and vision and hearing impairment.14 The short- and long-
term health-care costs of prematurity can be an economic burden to families and social service 
agencies. In the United States, $10.2 billion is spent annually on newborn care, almost 60 percent 
of which is disproportionately consumed by the 10 percent of infants that are born preterm. The 
expense incurred by an infant born at 35 weeks gestation is 10 times that of an infant born at 38 
weeks ($4,733 vs. $441).15  While any pregnant woman can go into premature labor, risk factors 
associated with preterm births include being single, low socioeconomic status, cigarette smoking, 
and health factors such as previous preterm and/or low-weight births, gestational bleeding, and 
multiple gestations. 
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How Is Ward 17 Doing? 
 
From 1996 to 2002, 14 percent of babies born in Ward 17 were premature, slightly lower than 
the proportion for Cleveland, 15 percent, and slightly higher than that for Cuyahoga County, 13 
percent.  The percent of premature births increased in the ward, the city, and the county in the 
seven-year period, but by an average rate of three percent per year in the ward, twice the rate of 
increase in the city and the county. 
                                                     
14  March of Dimes Foundation, Peristats (June 2002). 
15 E.B. St. John, K.G. Nelson, S.P. CLiver, R.R. Bishnoi, and R.L. Goldenburg, “Cost of Neonatal Care According to Gestational 
Age at Birth and Survival Status,” American Journal of Obstetrics and Gynecology 200, no. 182: 170-175. 
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42 Low-Weight Births 
1996 to 2002 
 
Why Is This Indicator Important? 
 
Infants born at low birth weight (less than 2,500 grams or 5.5 pounds) have a higher risk of death 
as well as long-term disability and impaired development. Low-birth-weight infants are more 
likely than heavier infants to have motor and social disorders including learning disabilities and 
behavioral problems. Research has shown that children ages four to 17 who were born at low 
weight were more likely to be in special education classes, to repeat a grade, or to fail school 
than children born at normal birth weight.16 Each year, more than $5.4 billion are spent on 
additional services needed for low birth weight infants, $4 billion on health-care costs alone.17 
Some research has shown that maternal health behavior such as smoking, alcohol use, caffeine 
consumption, and lack of prenatal care is associated with low-weight births. Additionally, teen 
mothers and those of low socioeconomic status are at an increased risk of having a low-birth-
weight baby. 
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How Is Ward 17 Doing? 
 
From 1996 to 2002, an average of 10 percent of births in Ward 17 were low-weight, slightly 
lower than the 12 percent for Cleveland and slightly higher than the nine percent for Cuyahoga 
County. The percentage of low-weight births declined during the seven-year period in the ward, 
the city, and the county, but by an average of 24 percent per year in the ward, compared to only 
10 percent per year for the city and five percent per year for the county. 
                                                     
16 National Education Goals Panel, Special Early Childhood Report (1997), http://www.negp.gov/Reports/spcl.pdf 
17 S.J. Rolnick, J.M. Jackson, P. O'Connor, T. Defor, “Impact of Birthweight on Health Care charges within a Managed Care 
Organization,” American Journal of Managed Care 2000  6: 1289-1296. 
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43 Infant Mortality 
1997 and 1999 to 2002 
 
Why Is This Indicator Important? 
 
While great strides have been made in reducing infant morality rates over the past century, the 
United States still lags behind Western Europe and other industrialized countries. In 1998, the 
United States ranked 28th among selected countries with an infant mortality rate of 7.2 deaths 
per 1,000 live births, a rate more than double the 3.2 deaths per 1,000 live births observed in 
Hong Kong.18 The problem is worse in urban areas. For example, in Memphis, Tennessee, the 
infant mortality rate is 15.4 deaths per 1,000 births, a rate similar to that of less developed and 
even war-torn nations like Poland and Bosnia Herzegovina. The infant mortality rate in Detroit 
(14.2) and Washington D.C. (14.4) is higher than the rate in Kuwait (12) and Chile (13).19 20A 
great deal of work must be done in order to reach the Healthy People 2010 goal of no more than 
4.5 infant deaths per 1,000 live births. Birth defects are the leading cause of infant mortality 
followed by prematurity/low birth weight.21 Other causes of infant mortality include teen 
pregnancy, poverty, and maternal health behaviors such as smoking and drinking alcohol during 
pregnancy. All of these factors are interrelated, and as such it is difficult to ascribe any single 
factor to the high infant mortality rates in the United States.  
 
Figure 43
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How Is Ward 17 Doing? 
 
Between 1997 and 2002, there was an average of six infant deaths per year in Ward 17, for a rate 
of 13 deaths per 1,000 births, slightly higher than Cleveland’s rate of 12 per 1,000 births, and 
higher than Cuyahoga County’s rate of ten per 1,000.  Over the five-year period, the infant death 
rate declined in the ward, the city, and the county, but the ward experienced a faster average 
annual decline, 25 percent, than did the city, at 10 percent, or the county, at two percent. 
                                                     
18 World Health Organization data prepared by the March of Dimes Perinatal Data Center (August 2002). 
19 “Racial and Ethnic Disparities in Infant Mortality Rates-60 Largest U.S. Cities, 1995-1998,” Morbidity and Mortality Weekly 
Report 51, no. 15: 329-332, 343. 
20 The World Health Report 1999: Making a Difference (Geneva, Switzerland: The World Health Organization). 
21 Ten Leading Causes of Infant Mortality, 1999, March of Dimes Perinatal Center (2002). 
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44 Children with Elevated Blood-Lead Levels 
  1997 to 2000 
 
Why Is this Indicator Important? 
 
One out of every 11 children in the United States has dangerous levels of lead in his or her 
bloodstream. Even children who appear healthy can have dangerous levels of lead in their blood. 
During bone growth and development, when calcium absorption is necessary, a child’s body 
confuses calcium with lead and can absorb lead at high levels. Therefore, lead absorption is 
particularly prevalent and problematic in children. Also, children in low-income households may 
consume less milk and dairy products, reducing calcium consumption and increasing lead 
absorption rates. The Centers for Disease Control and Prevention states that a blood lead level of 
10 :g/dl,22 which does not necessarily cause distinctive symptoms, is associated with decreased 
intelligence and impaired neurobehavioral development. Decreased stature or growth has also 
been associated with these blood-lead levels. Additionally, very severe lead exposure in children 
(blood-lead levels greater than or equal to 70 :g/dl) can cause coma, convulsions, and death.  
 
Lead in the environment may be related to the presence of lead in paint. Lead can be released 
from paint due to weathering, aging, and rehabilitation of older homes. Lead paint use was most 
prevalent before 1940, although many homes built more than 25 years ago have lead-based paint. 
In 1978, a federal ban was placed on its use in residences, but lead dust deposits remain in the 
soil and on or near the surfaces of residential living areas until they are removed. While paint, 
dust, and soil are the most common lead hazards, other lead sources also exist. Homes with 
plumbing made with lead or lead solder may have contaminated drinking water. These risk 
factors are generally most concentrated in the older, more densely populated, and poorer 
neighborhoods of the region. The median year that housing stock was built in Cleveland is 1920. 
 
Figure 44
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22 :g/dl  = microgram per deciliter. 
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How Is Ward 17 Doing? 
 
From 1997 to 2000, 27 percent of tested children in Ward 17 had EBLLs, about the same as the 
percentage for Cleveland as a whole and higher than the 22 percent for Cuyahoga County.  
Applying this percentage to the number of children under age six yields an estimate of about 700 
children in the ward who have EBLLs. 
 61 
45 Persons with Disabilities  
2000 
 
Why Is This Indicator Important? 
More than 56 million Americans live with disabilities.23  In an effort to remove the barriers those 
with disabilities face on a daily basis, the Americans with Disabilities Act was signed into law in 
1990. This groundbreaking piece of civil rights legislation guarantees equal opportunity for 
individuals with disabilities in employment, public accommodations, transportation, government 
services, and telecommunications. By removing these barriers, the Act enables our society and 
economy to benefit from the skills and talents of those with disabilities. Yet persons with 
disabilities also require social and health-care delivery systems to support their needs. 
 
Figure 45A 
Percentage of Persons Ages Five and Over
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23 The Association of People with Disabilities (March 17, 2003), www.aapd.com. 
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Figure 45B
 Disabilities by Type per 1,000 Population
 Ages Five and Over, 2000
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How Is Ward 17 Doing? 
 
In the year 2000 census, 6,300 Ward 17 residents, or 31 percent of those ages five and over, had 
one or more disabilities, for a rate of 320 total disabilities per 1,000 population, higher than 
Cleveland’s rate of 267 per 1,000, and 50 percent higher than Cuyahoga County’s rate of 205 per 
1,000.   
 
Physical disabilities were reported by 2,500 residents in the ward, for a rate of 124 per 1,000. 
Mental disabilities were reported by 2,000 residents, for a rate of 99 per 1,000. Sensory 
disabilities were reported by 1,100 residents, for a rate of 55 per 1,000. Self-care disabilities 
were reported by 850 residents, for a rate of 42 per 1,000. 
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46 Youths Ages Five to 15 with Disabilities     
2000 
 
Why Is This Indicator Important? 
 
In the year 2000, 2.6 million American youths ages five to 15, or 6 percent of that age group, had 
one or more disabilities.  Research has shown that youths with disabilities are less likely to 
complete high school than those without disabilities and have difficulty entering the workforce 
or enrolling in institutions of higher learning.  They are also at greater risk of being involved in 
the juvenile justice system.24  Disabilities involving learning, remembering, and concentrating 
are the most prevalent type among this age group and point to the need for educational support 
services that will enable them to succeed in school and, later, in the workplace. 
 
Figure 46A
Percentage of Youths Ages Five to 15
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24 National Collaborative on Workforce and Disability for Youth (NCWD/Youth), 2002 Literature Review Summary: 
Policymaker.  www.ncwd-youth.info/who_are_you/policymaker/ index.html 
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Figure 46B
Disabilities by Type 
per 1,000 Youths Ages Five to 15, 2000
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How Is Ward 17 Doing? 
 
In 2000, Ward 17 youths had a higher disability rate than Cleveland overall. There were 609 
youths five to 15 with one or more disabilities, for a rate of 173 total disabilities per 1,000 
youths. The rate for mental disabilities was 108 per 1,000, representing 510 youths. 
 
Cleveland had a substantially higher rate of disabilities among youths than Cuyahoga County.  In 
the city, 7,300 youths, or 8.7 percent, had one or more disabilities, tallying 113.9 total disabilities 
per 1,000 youths.  The rate for mental disabilities was 65.5 per 1,000, representing 5,500 youths. 
The higher incidence of disability among Cleveland youths may in part be explained by results 
from a national study that found that youths with disabilities were more likely than youths in the 
general population to live in one-parent households, to have parents with lower educational 
attainment or who are unemployed, to be living below the poverty line, and to lack health 
insurance.25 All of these factors are more prevalent in Cleveland than in the suburbs.  Factors 
related to poverty, such as poor prenatal care, untreated or unidentified medical conditions early 
in life, and poor family functioning from the stresses of poverty, may create or contribute to 
disabling conditions. 
 
In 2000, 14,200 youths in Cuyahoga County, or 6.5 percent, had one or more disabilities, tallying 
83.5 total disabilities per 1,000 youths.  The rate for mental disabilities was 51.8 per 1,000, 
representing 11,300 youths. 
                                                     
25 M. Wagner, C. Marder, P. Levine, R. Cameto, T.W. Cadwallader, J. Blackorby. The individual and household characteristics 
of youth with disabilities. A report from the National Longitudinal Transition Study-2 (NLTS2). Menlo Park, CA: SRI 
International. Available at www.nlts2.org 
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47 Older Persons with Disabilities 
       2000 
 
Why Is This Indicator Important? 
 
More than 56 million Americans live with disabilities. In 1997, over half (54.5 percent) of the  
population ages 65 and over reported having at least one disability and more than a third (38 
percent) reported having at least one severe disability. More than 14 percent of the older 
population reported difficulty carrying out activities of daily living, which is in sharp contrast to 
only 2.8 percent of persons ages 25 to 64. Not surprisingly, the percentage of the population with 
disabilities increases sharply with age. More than 70 percent of those aged 80 or older report at 
least one disability compared to 45 percent of those ages 65 to 69.  
 
The Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 guarantees equal opportunity for individuals with 
disability in employment, public accommodations, transportation, government services, and 
telecommunications. By removing these barriers, the Act enables our society and economy to 
benefit from the skills and talents of those with disabilities. Yet persons with disabilities also 
require social and healthcare delivery systems to support their needs. 
 
Figure 47
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How Is Ward 17 Doing? 
 
Ward 17’s older residents reported 2,309 disabilities, translating to a rate of 1,144 disabilities for 
every 1,000 65-and-over persons. This disability rate was higher than Cleveland’s and Cuyahoga 
County’s rates. As with these areas, physical disabilities were the most common type. 
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Cleveland’s older residents reported almost 60,000 disabilities, translating to a rate of 1,051 
disabilities for every 1,000 older persons. The disability rate in Cleveland was 27 percent higher 
than Cuyahoga County’s rate and 55 percent higher than the suburban rate. Again, physical 
disabilities were the most common type. 
 
The overall rate of individuals with disabilities in Cuyahoga County was 825 per 1,000 
population, representing more than 165,000 disabilities, and, again, physical disabilities were the 
most prevalent. 
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48 Persons with Disabilities by  
 Employment Status  
    2000 
 
Why Is This Indicator Important? 
 
Employment is a basic requisite of economic self-sufficiency. An increase in the employment 
level for people with disabilities should result in lower poverty rates. As we will discuss in 
Indicator 49, persons with disabilities were much more likely to be living in poverty than those 
without disabilities. Additionally, a higher standard of living for all Americans can be realized 
through the increased employment of persons with disabilities. Our society stands to benefit from 
their skills and talents as well as their increased purchasing power and ability to use it. 
 
Though the Americans with Disabilities Act banned discrimination based on disability status and 
guaranteed equal employment opportunities, barriers may still exist for those with disabilities. To 
more fully understand the difficulties faced by individuals with disabilities, we must first look at 
the difference in employment levels between persons with and without disabilities. 
 
Figure 48
 Percentage Employed by Disability Status
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How Is Ward 17 Doing? 
 
Forty-five percent of persons with disabilities ages 16 to 64 in Ward 17 were employed in 2000, 
compared to 61 percent of those without disabilities.  The employment rate for persons with 
disabilities in the ward was about the same as for Cleveland as a whole, but less than the 55 
percent employment rate for persons with disabilities in Cuyahoga County. 
 
 69 
49 Persons with Disabilities by 
Poverty Status 
 2000 
 
Why Is This Indicator Important? 
 
The difficulties faced by persons with disabilities are often compounded by the socioeconomic 
conditions of unemployment and poverty. This not only increases the stress on such individuals, 
it also implies that the social services support system is burdened in both dimensions as well. 
This Indicator explores the extent to which persons with a disability are living in poverty.  
 
 
Figure 49
 Percentage of Persons Below Poverty by Disability 
Status
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How Is Ward 17 Doing? 
 
Thirty-six percent of persons with disabilities in Ward 17 were below the poverty line in 2000, 
compared to 32 percent of those without disabilities.  The poverty rate for persons with 
disabilities was one-fourth higher in the ward than for Cleveland as a whole, and nearly double 
the rate for Cuyahoga County. 
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50 Older Persons with Disabilities 
  by Poverty Status  
      2000 
 
Why Is This Indicator Important? 
 
The difficulties faced by persons with disabilities are often compounded by the socioeconomic 
conditions of unemployment and poverty. This not only increases the stress on such individuals, 
it also implies that the social services support system is burdened in both dimensions as well. 
This indicator reports the extent to which older persons, those ages 65 and over, with a disability 
are living in poverty. 
 
Figure 50
Percentage Below Poverty by Disability Status
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How Is Ward 17 Doing? 
 
Despite the fact that older Americans had the highest rates of disabilities, they comprised the 
lowest percentage of the population living below the poverty level than any other major age 
cohort.  
 
At 13.8 percent, the rate of older residents below poverty with disabilities in Ward 17 was lower 
than Cleveland’s one in five (19.7 percent), as was the rate of older residents below poverty 
without disabilities (12.9 percent and 13.8 percent, respectively).  
 
Twelve percent of older individuals with a disability, or more than 10,000 people, were living 
below poverty in Cuyahoga County. The rate for older persons without a disability was 7 
percent, slightly over half of that for those with disabilities.  
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51 Deaths from All Causes 
         1997 and 1999 to 2002 
 
Why Is This Indicator Important? 
 
In 2000 there were a total of 2.4 million deaths in the United States. The age-adjusted death rate, 
which eliminates the effects of the aging population, reached a record low of 872 per 100,000 
population in 2000.26  The 10 leading causes of death include heart disease, cancer, stroke, 
chronic lower respiratory diseases, accidents, diabetes, influenza and pneumonia, Alzheimer's 
disease, kidney disease, and septicemia. 
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How Is Ward 17 Doing? 
 
From 1997 to 2002, there was an average of 235 deaths per year from all causes in Ward 17, for 
an age-adjusted rate of 1,247 per 100,000 population, higher than Cleveland’s rate of 1,143 per 
100,000 and higher than Cuyahoga County’s rate of 933 per 100,000.  Over the five-year period, 
the ward’s overall death rate declined by an average of less than one percent per year, slower 
than the corresponding decline for Cleveland of 10 percent per year.  In the same period, there 
was almost no change in the county’s overall death rate. 
 
                                                     
26 A.M. Minino, E. Arias, et al., Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. "Deaths: Final Data for 2000." 
National Vital Statistics Report, 50 no. 15, (Sept. 16, 2002). 
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52 Heart Disease Deaths 
       1997 and 1999 to 2002  
 
Why Is This Indicator Important? 
 
Heart disease is the leading cause of death in the United States, accounting for 30 percent of all 
deaths. In 2000, more than 710,000 deaths, or almost 2,000 deaths per day, were due to heart 
disease. Major risk factors for heart disease include increasing age, high blood pressure, cigarette 
smoking, elevated blood cholesterol, and being overweight. Physical inactivity and diabetes 
further increase the risk of heart disease. A variety of lifestyle interventions can help prevent 
heart disease by reducing risk factors. High blood pressure can be prevented or controlled by 
increasing aerobic activity, maintaining a healthy weight, moderating the use of alcohol, 
reducing sodium intake, and eating a reduced-fat diet. A low-fat diet may also lower cholesterol 
levels. Balancing caloric intake with physical activity can reduce weight-related problems and 
obesity, and smoking cessation is critical to the prevention of heart disease. 
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Heart Disease Deaths per 100,000 Population 
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How Is Ward 17 Doing? 
 
From 1997 to 2002, there was an average of 84 deaths per year from heart disease in Ward 17, 
for an age-adjusted rate of 457 per 100,000 population, higher than Cleveland’s rate of 396 per 
100,000 and higher than Cuyahoga County’s rate of 321 per 100,000.  Over the five-year period, 
there was almost no change in the ward’s heart disease death rate, matching the trend for the 
county as a whole; however, the rate for Cleveland as a whole declined by an average of 11 
percent per year. 
 73 
53 Coronary Heart Disease Deaths 
        1997 and 1999 to 2002 
 
Why Is This Indicator Important? 
 
Coronary heart disease (CHD) accounts for the largest proportion of heart disease deaths in the 
United States.27  The death rate from CHD peaked in the mid-1960s and has been declining ever 
since in the general population. In recent years, the decline in the number of deaths has slowed 
due to the aging of the population - older persons have higher rates of CHD. High blood 
cholesterol level is a major risk factor for CHD. Lifestyle modifications such as eating a low-fat 
diet, increasing physical activity, and reducing excess weight can prevent or lower elevated 
cholesterol levels. 
 
Figure 53
 Coronary Heart Disease Deaths per 100,000
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How Is Ward 17 Doing? 
 
From 1997 to 2002, there was an average of 64 deaths per year from CHD in Ward 17, for an 
age-adjusted rate of 348 per 100,000 population, higher than Cleveland’s rate of 310 per 100,000 
and higher than Cuyahoga County’s rate of 249 per 100,000.  Over the five-year period, there 
was an average annual increase of two percent in the ward’s CHD death rate, slightly higher than 
the county’s average increase of one percent per year; however, the rate for Cleveland as a whole 
declined by an average of 10 percent per year. 
                                                     
27 CHD includes hypertensive heart disease, ischemic disease, acute myocardial infarction (heart attack), angina pectoris, 
coronary artherosclerosis, and aneurysm of the heart. 
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54 Cancer Deaths  
          1997 and 1999 to 2002 
 
Why Is This Indicator Important? 
 
Nationwide, cancer is the second leading cause of death, accounting for more than one of five 
deaths. Death rates from cancer have been declining from a peak of 216 per 100,000 in 1990. 
Still, in 2001, more than half a million deaths were attributable to some form of cancer.28 The 
most common types of cancers are lung and bronchus, prostate, female breast, and colorectal. 
Chances for surviving cancer continue to improve, and evidence suggests that some forms of 
cancer are preventable through life-style modifications, such as quitting smoking, improving 
nutrition, increasing exercise, and avoiding sun exposure. For these reasons it is important to 
disseminate information on prevention, early detection, and treatment. 
 
Figure 54
 Cancer Deaths per 100,000 Population
 1997, 1999 to 2002 Average
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How Is Ward 17 Doing? 
 
From 1997 to 2002, there was an average of 47 deaths per year from cancer in Ward 17, for an 
age-adjusted rate of 252 per 100,000 population, slightly lower than Cleveland’s rate of 260 per 
100,000, but higher than Cuyahoga County’s rate of 221 per 100,000.  Over the five-year period, 
the death rate from cancer in the ward declined an average of four percent per year in the ward, 
slower than the average decline for the city, 11 percent per year, but faster than the county’s 
average decline of one percent per year. 
                                                     
28 National Center for Health Statistics, available on-line at http://www.cdc.gov/nchs/fastats/cancer.htm. 
 75 
55 Lung Cancer Deaths 
   1997 and 1999 to 2002 
 
Why Is This Indicator Important? 
 
Lung cancer is the most common cause of cancer deaths in both men and women. In 2000, more 
than 156,000 deaths were due to lung cancer, meaning more than 400 people died every day 
from this type of cancer. Smoking is the number one cause of lung cancer. “Lung cancer may 
also be the most tragic cancer because in most cases, it might have been prevented – 87 percent 
of lung cancers are caused by smoking.”29  
 
 
Figure 55
 Lung Cancer Deaths per 100,000 Population
 1997, 1999 to 2002 Average
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How Is Ward 17 Doing? 
 
From 1997 to 2002, there was an average of 15 deaths per year from lung cancer in Ward 17, for 
an age-adjusted rate of 82 per 100,000 population, about the same as Cleveland’s rate of 80 per 
100,000, but higher than Cuyahoga County’s rate of 60 per 100,000.  Over the five-year period, 
the death rate from lung cancer in the ward declined an average of six percent per year in the 
ward, slower than the average decline for the city, 11 percent per year, but faster than the 
county’s average decline of one percent per year. 
 
                                                     
29 American Lung Association, available on-line at http://www.lungusa.org/diseases/lungcanc.html. 
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56 Stroke Deaths 
            1997 and 1999 to 2002 
 
Why Is This Indicator Important? 
 
Stroke, or cerebrovascular disease, is a loss of brain function caused by a lack of blood 
circulation to areas of the brain. Stroke is the third leading cause of death after heart disease and 
cancer, and is a leading cause of long-term disability. In 2000, stroke killed more than 167,000 
people, accounting for about one of every 14 deaths.30 Stroke death rates are substantially higher 
for African Americans than for Whites. The primary risk factors for stroke are the same as those 
for heart disease, including hypertension, high blood cholesterol, cigarette smoking, and being 
overweight. Reduction of these risk factors through lifestyle modifications will help prevent 
stroke as well as heart disease. 
 
 
Figure 56
Stroke Deaths per 100,000 Population
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How Is Ward 17 Doing? 
 
From 1997 to 2002, there was an average of 12 deaths per year from stroke in Ward 17, for an 
age-adjusted rate of 64 per 100,000 population, about the same as Cleveland’s rate of 65 per 
100,000, but higher than Cuyahoga County’s rate of 56 per 100,000.  Over the five-year period, 
the death rate from stroke in the ward declined an average of five percent per year in the ward, 
slower than the average decline for the city, 14 percent per year, but slightly faster than the 
county’s average decline of 4 percent per year. 
                                                     
30 American Heart Association. Heart and Stroke Statistics - 2003 Update. Available on-line at www.americanheart.org. 
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57 Chronic Obstructive Pulmonary  
 Disease (COPD) Deaths 
    1997 and 1999 to 2002 
 
Why Is This Indicator Important? 
 
Chronic Obstructive Pulmonary Disease (COPD) includes emphysema and chronic bronchitis, 
and is characterized by the permanent destruction of lung tissue, resulting in airflow blockage. 
Approximately 80 to 90 percent of COPD cases are caused by smoking.31 In 2001, COPD killed 
123,974 Americans, making it the fourth leading cause of death. COPD is the only leading cause 
of death on the rise and is expected to be the third leading cause of death by 2020 as the number 
of older people, who are most susceptible to COPD from past smoking behavior, continues to 
increase. COPD is a slowly progressive disease that worsens over time with continued exposure 
to a causative agent (typically tobacco smoke but sometimes workplace dust, fumes, or gases) 
without presenting any signs or symptoms until late or middle age. Recent declines in smoking 
should result in future declines in the COPD death rate. 
 
Figure 57 
COPD Deaths per 100,000 Population
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How Is Ward 17 Doing? 
 
From 1997 to 2002, there was an average of nine deaths per year from COPD in Ward 17, for an 
age-adjusted rate of 52 per 100,000 population, higher than Cleveland’s rate of 42 per 100,000, 
and 50 percent higher than Cuyahoga County’s rate of 35 per 100,000.  Over the five-year 
period, the death rate from COPD in the ward increased an average of 12 percent per year in the 
ward, while the rate for the city as a whole declined an average of 12 percent per year, and the 
county’s rate declined  an average of one percent per year. 
                                                     
31 American Lung Association. Fact Sheet - COPD Profiler. Available on-line at 
www.lungusa.org/press/lung_dis/copdprofiler_factsheet.html. 
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58 Accidental Deaths 
         1997 and 1999 to 2002 
 
Why Is This Indicator Important? 
 
Accidents or unintentional injuries are the leading cause of death for Americans after their first 
year of life through the age of 34 years, and the fifth leading cause of death for all Americans.32 
In 2000, more than 95,000 people died as a result of unintentional injuries, and accidents account 
for almost 31 million emergency room visits during an average year.33 Deaths involving motor 
vehicles accounted for 44.3 percent of accidental deaths in 2000. 
 
 
Figure 58
 Accidental Deaths per 100,000 Population, by Age
 1997, 1999 to 2002 Average
26.6
6.4
20.9
27.5
55.5
34.1
8.9
25.0
45.6
59.6
42.3
9.8
24.8
57.9
90.9
0
20
40
60
80
100
All Ages Ages 0-14 Ages 15-24 Ages 25-64 Ages 65+
Cuyahoga Co. Cleveland Ward 17
 
 
 
How Is Ward 17 Doing? 
 
From 1997 to 2002 there was an average of ten accidental deaths per year among persons of all 
ages in Ward 17, for a rate of  42 per 100,000 persons, higher than the corresponding rates for 
Cleveland, 34 per 100,000, and for Cuyahoga County, 27 per 100,000.  The accidental death rate 
in the ward was highest for those ages 65 and over, 91 per 100,000, and lowest for those under 
15, 10 per 100,000.  The ward’s rate was higher than the county rate for all age groups, and 
higher than the city’s rate for all ages except those 15 to 24.  
 
                                                     
32 Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, National Center for Health Statistics (NHCS), National Vital Statistics Report 50, 
no. 15 (2000). 
33 C.W. Burt and L.A. Fingerhut, “Injury Visits to Hospital Emergency Department: United States,” Vital Health Stat. 13, no. 131 
(1998). 
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59 Years of Potential Life Lost 
     1997 and 1999 to 2002 
 
Why Is This Indicator Important? 
 
Years of potential life lost (YPLL) measures premature mortality. It represents the number of 
years people would have lived if they did not die first from heart disease, cancer, motor vehicle 
accidents, etc. YPLL is presented for persons under 75 years of age since that age is roughly 
equivalent to the average life expectancy for all Americans.34 
 
Figure 59A 
Years of Potential Life Lost per 1,000 Population 
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34 According to the National Center for Health Statistics, average life expectancy was 76.9 years for both genders in 2000. 
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Figure 59B
 Percentage of Total Years of Potential Life Lost (YPLL) 
due to Cancer, Heart Disease, and Infant Death
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How Is Ward 17 Doing? 
 
From 1997 to 2002, there was an annual average of 133 years of potential life lost per 1,000 
residents of Ward 17, higher than the rate for Cleveland, 114 per 1,000 residents, and 70 percent 
higher than the rate for Cuyahoga County, 77 per 1,000 residents. Over this five-year period, the 
YPLL rate in the ward declined an average of four percent per year, faster than the one percent 
per year average decline for both the city and the county. 
 
Heart disease, cancer, and infant deaths are the causes of death accounting for the greatest 
proportion of YPLL in Ward 17.  In the ward, heart disease accounted for the greatest proportion 
of YPLL, 22 percent, similar to the corresponding proportion in the city and the county. 
However, the ward had a lower proportion of YPLL attributable to cancer, 15 percent, than did 
the city, 18 percent, or the county, 23 percent.  Infant deaths accounted for 14 percent of YPLL 
in the ward, compared to 15 percent in the city and 13 percent in the county. 
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60 Domestic Violence 
        1999 to 2003  
 
Why Is This Indicator Important? 
 
Domestic violence crosses ethnic, racial, age, national origin, sexual orientation, religious, and 
socioeconomic lines. The physical safety and emotional well-being of family members are 
paramount.  Domestic violence is most frequently perpetrated against women, and also has a 
negative effect on the emotional development of children in the family who witness it. Domestic 
violence may affect a woman’s ability to financially support herself and her children. The impact 
of domestic violence spreads beyond the immediate family to the larger community in which the 
family is involved, including schools, workplaces, and health and legal systems. For decades, 
violence in the home was met with silence in the community, and, sometimes, even from the 
victim. Female victims of domestic violence are six times less likely to report crime to law 
enforcement as female victims of violence perpetrated by strangers.35 In recent years, however, 
new laws, such as the Violence Against Women Act of 1994, have given this problem more 
attention and more cases are being reported. 
 
Figure 60
 Reported Domestic Violence Assaults
 per 100,000 Population, 1999 to 2003
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How Is Ward 17 Doing? 
 
From 1999 through 2003, Ward 17 residents 
reported an average of 431 domestic violence assaults per year, for an average rate of 
1,926 assaults per 100,000 population, higher than Cleveland’s average rate of 1,488 per 
100,000.  The ward and the city both experienced an increase in the rate from 1999 to 2001.  
However, from 2001 to 2003, the city’s rate declined somewhat, while the ward’s rate remained 
fairly steady.  Over the five-year period, the ward’s rate increased by an annual average of one 
percent, while the city’s rate declined by an average of one percent.
                                                     
35 American Psychological Association, Violence and the Family:  Report of the American Psychological Association 
Presidential Task Force on Violence and the Family, 1996, p.10. 
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61 Child Maltreatment  
  1992 to 1995, 1996 to 1999, and 2000 to 2003 
 
Why Is This Indicator Important? 
 
Child abuse or neglect is often associated with physical injuries, delayed physical growth, and 
psychological problems such as aggression, depression, and post-traumatic stress disorder. It is 
also linked to an increased risk of substance abuse in later life. In extreme cases, child abuse and 
neglect can lead to death. In the United States in 2000, approximately 1,200 children died as the 
result of abuse or neglect. Healthy People 2010 has set a goal to reduce the national child 
maltreatment rate from 12.2 per 1,000 in 2000 to 10.3 per 1,000 by 2010. 
 
Abuse and neglect are more common in low-income families than in high-income families. 
Substance abuse by the parent or caregiver is also strongly associated with child maltreatment. 
Children ages nine or younger are over-represented among victims of child maltreatment 
compared to this age group’s percentage of the 17-or-younger population (63 percent of the 
maltreated versus 56 percent of all children).36 African American, American Indian, or Alaskan 
Native children are over-represented among victims of child maltreatment compared to their 
percentage of the 17-or-younger population, while White and Asian or Pacific Islander children 
are under-represented.37 
 
Figure 61
 Child Maltreatment Cases per 1,000 Under 18,
 Four-Year Averages
59.8
42.7
24.1
51.7
43.0
25.6
40.1
37.6
21.7
0.0 10.0 20.0 30.0 40.0 50.0 60.0 70.0
Ward 17
Cleveland
Cuyahoga
County
1992-95
1996-99
2000-03
 
 
 
 
                                                     
36 Trends in the Well-Being of America’s Children and Youth 2001. Table HC 2.10 U.S. Dept. of Health and Human Services. 
Office of the Assistant Secretary for Planning and Evaluation. 
37 Administration on Children, Youth, and Families. “National Child Abuse and Neglect Data System (NCANDS) Summary of 
Key Findings from Calendar Year 2000” (April 2002). 
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How Is Ward 17 Doing? 
 
The number of child maltreatment cases occurring in Ward 17 increased from 1,200 in the 1992-
1995 period to 1,500 in 1996-1999, and the average rate per 1,000 children under 18 increased 
from 40 in 1992-1995 to 52 in 1996-1999.  The number of cases increased again in the 2000-
2003 period to 1,700, and the rate also increased to 60 per 1,000.  The maltreatment rate in the 
ward for each of the three four-year periods exceeded the rates in the same periods for Cleveland 
and Cuyahoga County.  In both the city and the county, average rates declined from 1996-1999 
to 2000-1003, while the average rate for Ward 17 kept increasing.  The ward’s rate for 2000-
2003 was 40 percent higher than the city’s rate and almost two-and-a-half times the county’s 
rate. 
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62 Juvenile Delinquency  
  2000 to 2003 
 
Why Is This Indicator Important? 
 
Many adolescents engage in risk behaviors that are harmful to themselves and others, with 
immediate or long-term consequences to their health and well-being as well as to society. Many 
of the negative patterns of behavior initiated during the adolescent years are associated with adult 
morbidity and mortality. Today’s adolescents are the future’s adults, parents, leaders, and work 
force.  
 
The “National Longitudinal Study of Adolescent Health” focuses on forces that influence 
adolescents' behavior, in particular those residing in the various contexts of their lives: families, 
friendships, romantic relationships, peer groups, schools, neighborhoods, and communities. 
Using this data, the relationships between violent victimization and violent offending among 
juveniles was studied. The authors38 found that victims of violence were significantly more likely 
to become violent offenders than non-victims. Violent victimization and offending shared many 
of the same risk factors, such as previous violent victimization and offending, drug and alcohol 
use, and depression. Juveniles who said they had support from friends, parents, teachers, and 
others were less likely to commit a violent offense. These findings suggest that interventions 
directed at preventing victimization could also reduce offenses (and vice versa) and that 
interaction with peers and adults plays an important role in the lives of juveniles.  
 
Figure 62
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How Is Ward 17 Doing? 
 
In 2000 there were 394 juvenile delinquency cases in Ward 17 for a rate of 132 per 1,000 youths 
ages 10 to 17, higher than the rates for Cleveland and Cuyahoga County.  The number declined 
to 303 cases in 2003, for a rate of 100 per 1,000 youths, slightly lower than the rate for the city 
but still higher than the rate for the county. 
                                                     
38 Shaffer, J.N., and R.B. Ruback. “Violent Victimization as a Risk Factor for Violent Offending Among Juveniles” Bulletin. 
Washington, DC: U.S. Department of Justice, Office of Justice Programs, Office of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention. 
(December 2002) 
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63 Population Migration 
  1990 to 2000 
 
Why Is This Indicator Important? 
 
This indicator is a basic measure of the dynamics of the housing market.  The migration of large 
numbers of people from central cities and inner-ring suburbs to outer suburbs and outer counties 
has been a well-established pattern in metropolitan areas throughout much of the nation and over 
a long period of time, particularly in older urban areas such as Northeast Ohio. The same can be 
said for Cleveland and its wards. Wards that have a significant loss of population will suffer 
declines in both the demand and the price of housing, contributing to ward decline.  Wards with 
significant population gains will experience the opposite effect, experiencing increasing demand 
for, and cost of, housing.  
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Figure 63B
 Percent of Population Living Out of the County
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How Is Ward 17 Doing? 
 
About half  (49.5 percent) of Ward 17’s residents lived in a different house in 2000 than in 1995, 
a figure significantly greater than that of Cleveland (44.2 percent) and Cuyahoga County (40.4 
percent). This is a continuation of a trend established 10 years earlier, when 51 percent of the 
ward’s residents lived in a different house and the county (41 percent) and Cleveland (39.2 
percent) experienced less movement. 
 
Ward 17 trails both Cleveland and the county in the percent of population living outside the 
county in 1995. Ward 17 (17.1 percent) was slightly less than Cleveland (17.4 percent). 
Cuyahoga County was a good deal higher (23.3 percent). 
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64 Housing Tenure 
  1990 to 2000 
 
Why Is This Indicator Important? 
 
Housing tenure is a basic factor in the makeup of the housing market, indicating the type of 
housing available and in demand.  Thus, the home ownership and rental markets are separate yet 
interrelated, particularly in their relative sizes and costs.  High rental rates in a ward may indicate 
a lack of affordable housing.  Higher rates of ownership may also reflect more stable wards, as 
rental populations tend to be more mobile and thus transitory.  However, tenure is highly 
correlated with socioeconomic characteristics of the population, including income, size, and 
composition of households.   
 
 
Figure 64
Owner-Occupied Units as a Percent of 
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How Is Ward 17 Doing? 
 
Thirty-eight percent of Ward 17’s 3,178 occupied housing units are owner-occupied. The 
number of owner-occupied units has declined by 5.5 percent since 1990, which is slightly greater 
than the decline of Cleveland at 3.4 percent. In contrast, Cuyahoga County has grown by 3.4 
percent in the number of owner-occupied housing units. Compared to Cleveland and the county, 
for both 1990 and 2000, Ward 17 is a distant third in the percentage of owner-occupied housing. 
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65 Housing Tenure of Older Persons 
     2000 
 
Why Is This Indicator Important? 
 
Housing tenure indicates the type of housing that is available and in demand in the housing 
market. The home ownership and rental markets are separate but are also interrelated, 
particularly in their relative sizes and costs. High rental rates may indicate a lack of affordable 
housing. Affordable housing is a particularly important issue for older persons given that median 
household incomes are much lower for them than for the general population (see Social 
Indicators 2003-2004: Older Persons, Indicator 12, Housing Affordability). High ownership 
rates may reflect more stable communities, as rental populations tend to be more mobile and 
possibly more transitory. However, tenure correlates highly with socioeconomic characteristics 
of the population, including income, size, and composition of households.   
 
Figure 65
Percentage of Householders 55 and Over
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How Is Ward 17 Doing? 
 
About 55 percent of Ward 17 households with the householder age 55 and over lived in owner-
occupied housing. The remaining 45 percent were living in rental units. Ward 17 had 41 percent 
of all owner-occupied housing and 20 percent of all renter-occupied housing inhabited by 
householders 55 and over. 
 
Just under two-thirds of Cleveland householders 55 and over lived in owner-occupied housing 
(64 percent), and over one-third (36 percent) were in rental units. Cleveland had 46 percent of all 
owner-occupied housing and 24 percent of all renter-occupied housing inhabited by 
householders 55 and over. In 2000, nearly three-quarters of all 55-and-over householders (74 
percent) lived in owner-occupied housing in Cuyahoga County. Of all owner-occupied 
households, 46 percent had householders age were 55 and over. Of all renter-occupied housing, 
27 percent had householders age 55 and over.  
 90 
66 Household Size 
  2000 
 
Why Is This Indicator Important? 
 
Regionally, household size has an impact on the types of housing in demand.  Locally, the 
supply of housing types  largely determines the size of households that can be accommodated.  
Areas with high percentages of single-person households are likely to have a higher demand for 
smaller units such as condominiums or rental units as they are more likely to serve single-person 
and smaller households, while areas with larger homes with several bedrooms will accommodate 
larger families.  An efficient and effective housing market balances household sizes and types 
with housing supply.   
  
Figure 66A
Percantage Distribution of Household Sizes, 
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Figure 66B
Percentage Distribution of Household Sizes, 
Renter-Occupied Housing, 2000
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How Is Ward 17 Doing? 
 
Most of Ward 17’s owner-occupied housing (56.8 percent) is from 2-to-4 person households. 
Cleveland and Cuyahoga County follow the same trend, with the majority of their owner-
occupied housing in the same range (59.7 and 65.0 percent respectively). Large households of 
five or more persons accounted for 15.8 percent of the ward’s owner-occupied households, 
slightly higher than that of both Cleveland (11.6 percent) and the County (10.1 percent).  
 
Ward 17 has a lower percentage of single-occupant rental households (36.5 percent) and a higher 
percentage of five or more occupant rental households (13.7 percent) than do Cleveland (41.4 or 
10.2 percent) and the county (46.5 or 7 percent). In other words, Ward 17’s rental market houses 
more larger families than the suburban rental housing market.   
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67 Group Quarters Population 
  1990 to 2000 
 
Why Is This Indicator Important? 
 
Group quarters are an important part of the housing supply in a ward because they serve 
important segments of the population such as children, the elderly, college students, and 
prisoners.  
 
Figure 67
Group Quarters Population as a Percent of Total 
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How Is Ward 17 Doing? 
 
In 1990, one percent of Ward 17’s population lived in group quarters. This was below both 
Cleveland (2 percent) and Cuyahoga County (1.7 percent).  In 2000, there were slightly more 
people living in group quarters in the ward (2 percent).  This was also below both Cleveland (2.8 
percent) and the county (2.2 percent).  
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68 Number of Housing Units 
  1990 to 2000 
 
Why Is This Indicator Important? 
 
This indicator is important because it produces a clear geographic representation of where 
growth and decline in housing stock are occurring.  It is correlated with the population migration 
indicator presented earlier.  Wards with strong housing growth attract people from other wards, 
which leads to rising property values (and rising tax bases) and growing demand for public 
services.  Unless the new populations are coming from outside the region, such areas of growth 
come at the expense of other wards within the city.   
 
Figure 68
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How Is Ward 17 Doing? 
 
Ward 17 contained 9,561 housing units in 2000, which represented a decline of 3 percent since 
1990.  This rate was a little less than Cleveland’s decline (3.8 percent) and contrasts Cuyahoga 
County’s growth rate (2 percent).   
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69  Number of Nursing Home and Residential 
Home Beds  
        2003 
 
Why Is This Indicator Important?  
 
Older persons require more health-related services, such as nursing home care and assisted living 
arrangements. The national supply of nursing home beds for persons 75 and over has declined, 
and still nursing home occupancy rates have fallen.  This may reflect broader changes in the 
healthcare system affecting older Americans. Other forms of assisted living, such as residential 
care and services, and home health care, have become more prevalent, often substituting for 
nursing home care. Reductions in disability among older persons may also have contributed to 
this trend.  
 
Access to care and its proximity to family and friends are other important issues. The number of 
nursing home beds and residential home beds available for persons 75 and over is lower in urban 
counties than in most suburban and rural counties. The location of available beds affects 
proximity to family and friends for those older persons using them. 
 
Figure 69A
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Figure 69B
Residential Care Home Beds per 1,000 
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How Is Ward 17 Doing? 
 
St. Augustine Manor, located in Ward 17, raised the nursing home rate to 240 beds per 1,000 
persons 75 and over, which was double Cleveland’s average. The presence of St. Augustine 
Towers raised the residential care bed rate to 106 beds per 1,000, seven times higher than in 
Cleveland overall. 
 
Over one-fourth (27.3 percent) of all nursing home beds in Cuyahoga County were located in 
Cleveland. This closely matched the percentage of the county’s 75-and-older population living in 
Cleveland in 2000 (25.9 percent). Cleveland’s rate, based on the 75-and-over population, was 
121 nursing home beds per 1,000, higher than the county average of 115 beds. 
 
Cleveland’s rate of 15 residential care beds per 1,000 was one-third of the county average and 
was significantly lower than the suburban average of 56 beds per 1,000. Less than one in 10 of 
Cuyahoga County’s residential care beds were found in the city of Cleveland. 
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70 Vacancy Rate 
  1990 to 2000 
 
Why Is This Indicator Important? 
 
Vacancy rate is important because it is an indicator of the strength of the housing market.  A 
large percentage of vacant units, unless very recently constructed and still unoccupied, indicates 
a housing market with weak demand, poor quality, or both.  Heavy concentrations of vacant units 
sap the vitality of wards by attracting crime and blight, which can accelerate ward decline and 
further depress demand.  Long-term vacancy can result in demolition and reduction in the ward’s 
supply of housing, and is the consequence of a ward’s new housing construction outpacing new 
household growth.   
 
 
Figure 70
Percentage of Housing Units that Were Vacant
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How Is Ward 17 Doing? 
 
Ward 17 had a higher vacancy rate in 2000 than both Cleveland and Cuyahoga County, with 12.4 
percent of its housing units vacant.  This compares with 11.7 percent citywide and 7.4 percent 
countywide.  The number of vacant units rose by 2.7 percent in the ward since 1990, a rate that 
represented an increase of 31 units.  The percent change is significantly less than that of the 
county (10.1 percent) and slightly less then that of Cleveland (2.8 percent). 
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71 Type of Structures 
     2000 
 
Why Is This Indicator Important? 
 
An efficient and effective housing market matches the needs of different types of households 
with the mix of housing types available.  While household types change with demographic, 
socioeconomic, and cultural conditions and trends, the housing inventory changes only 
incrementally in developed wards, or through new development taking place mostly on the urban 
fringes.  Thus the housing stock and its characteristics determine the location and quality of 
housing choices for a changing household population, making it useful to consider the mix of 
housing types in the ward.  The types of housing available may affect a number of ward issues.  
For example, high concentrations of multiple-unit structures in a ward lead to higher densities, 
implying a more efficient use of land and resources.  Apartments or condominiums are usually 
smaller than single unit structures (typical single-family homes) and are more affordable.  High 
percentages of single units lead to lower densities, implying more privacy and offering the 
lifestyle choices that have been generally preferred by American culture.   
 
Figure 71A
Single Units as a Percentage of All Housing Units, 
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Figure 71B
Duplex Units as a Percent of All Housing Units, 2000
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Figure 71C
Multiple Units as a Percent of All Housing Units, 2000
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How Is Ward 17 Doing? 
 
Ward 17 had a lower percentage of single units (44.3 percent) than Cleveland and Cuyahoga 
County (52.8 and 63.6 percent respectively) in 2000.  However, at 29.5 percent, the ward had the 
greatest percentage of duplex units. Cleveland (19.6 percent) and the county (9.7 percent) trail 
significantly. Both Ward 17 and the county have the same percentage of multiple units at 26.2 
percent, and only slightly trail Cleveland at 27.1 percent. 
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72 Age of Housing 
  1990 and 2000 
 
Why Is This Indicator Important? 
 
The age of a ward’s housing stock can be an important determinant of its quality.  However, 
determining whether the age of a given structure is a problem or not depends on how well that 
structure was built and maintained.  Well-built and maintained 100-year-old structures are often 
referred to as “century homes,” and fetch a good price on the open market.  A similarly aged 
home with poor wiring, poor plumbing, and/or other structural deficiencies would be far less 
valuable to a potential buyer.  In general, whether the age of a ward’s housing has any impact on 
the value of that housing depends in large measure on the ability of homeowners to properly 
maintain it. 
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Median Year Housing Units Built
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Figure 72B
Percent Housing Structures Built Over Time, Ward 17
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How Is Ward 17 Doing? 
 
According to the census, the median age of owner-occupied housing in Ward 17 was 67 years in 
2000, somewhat older than Cleveland’s median of 60 years and significantly older than 
Cuyahoga County’s median of 46 years.  Almost all of Ward 17’s housing (95 percent) is over 
70 years old according to auditor’s data. New housing (housing built between 1990 and 1999) 
accounts for that less than 1 percent of housing units built over time in the ward. 
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73 Housing Condition 
 2002 
 
Why Is This Indicator Important? 
 
The condition of a ward’s housing stock is a basic measure of the quality of the housing stock.  
Wards with high percentages of housing in good condition are more attractive to homebuyers 
and contribute to ward vitality and stability.  Wards with high percentages of poor condition 
housing are less attractive to homebuyers and can contribute to a ward’s decline across a number 
of social and economic indicators. In addition to the financial strength of homeowners, housing 
condition is also a function of the extent to which wards enforce building and zoning codes and 
provide assistance to owners and residents in housing maintenance. 
 
 
Figure 73
Condition of Housing by Percentage, 2002
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How Is Ward 17 Doing? 
 
Of Ward 17’s housing, 5.4 percent was rated as “excellent” or “very good” in 2002, slightly 
better than Cleveland’s rating (4.9 percent) and significantly worse than Cuyahoga County’s 
rating (22 percent) in the same category. Thirty-nine percent fell into the “average” category for 
the ward, while more than half the housing (55.6 percent) was rated somewhere between “fair” 
and “unsound,” considerably more than Cleveland (42.0 percent) or Cuyahoga County (15.8 
percent).   
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74 Value of Owner-Occupied Housing 
  1990 to 2000 
 
Why Is This Indicator Important? 
 
Home value is one of the most basic indicators of the health of any community.  In general, 
higher home values are better than lower ones, but it is also true that the region’s housing market 
is healthier when there is a variety of housing cost choices.  The types of housing and its age and 
condition are aspects of the supply of housing choice, and influence the demand and therefore 
the cost and value of housing.  As a general rule, cities should contain wards that are able to offer 
a wide variety of housing choices that balance value and quality with affordability and quantity 
in order to serve as broad a range of potential homeowners as possible.   
 
Figure 74 
Median Value of Specified Owner-Occupied Housing
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How Is Ward 17 Doing? 
 
Ward 17’s median value of  $35,553 was significantly below that of Cleveland ($52,614) and 
less than half of the value of Cuyahoga County ($92,726) in 1990. Since then, the ward’s median 
housing value has increased 64.8 percent. This represents a larger increase than that of Cleveland 
and Cuyahoga County (37 and 22.7 percent respectively). Despite this considerable percent 
increase in value, Ward 17 was still the lowest at $58,589 when compared to Cleveland 
($72,100) and the county ($113,800). 
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75 Owner Housing Affordability 
  1990 to 2000 
 
Why Is This Indicator Important? 
 
One of the most important functions of any housing market is the ability to deliver affordable 
housing to as many people as possible. A lack of affordable housing increases community 
instability by forcing would-be homebuyers to either look elsewhere or to rent instead.  A lack of 
affordable housing can also foster economic segregation, as middle- and low-income 
homebuyers are squeezed out of a high-cost community and only those of greater means can 
afford to purchase a home.  Thus, while increasing housing values are beneficial to wards in 
some significant ways (such as the tax base), increases that outpace household income increases 
may portend a decline in housing opportunities in the community and a possible shift in 
population and/or a loss of income for other household needs.   
 
The Housing Affordability Index (HAI) is a ratio composed of the available annual household 
income as a percentage of the annual cost of a home in a community. For example, an index 
score of 150 would mean that a given community had a median family income 50 percent greater 
than the annual cost of paying for a home at the median price in that community. Higher index 
scores are considered to be positive (meaning that there was a higher percentage of income 
relative to the amount needed to finance a home). Figures from the 1990 census are adjusted for 
inflation using the Consumer Price Index for All Urban Consumers (CPI-U). The 2000 census 
reports 1999 income; the 1990 census reports 1989 income. 
 
Figure 75
Owner Housing Affordability Index, 1990 and 2000
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 How Is Ward 17 Doing? 
 
Ward 17’s HAI was 157 in 2000.  This figure was below Cleveland’s index of 160, and 
Cuyahoga County’s index of 166.  The ward’s HAI declined by 16.1 percent, from 187 in 1990.  
This was significantly more than Cleveland, which also experienced a decline (of 1.4 percent). In 
contrast, the county experienced a raise of 13.1 percent. 
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76 Single-Family Property Sales 
 Price Appreciation 
  1990 to 2001 
 
Why Is This Indicator Important? 
 
The previous two indicators, which are based on self-reported value of homes, concern all 
owner-occupied housing. The indicator reported here is based on recent sales of single-family 
homes, which may not reflect the value of all homes in the area - only those single-family 
properties that have been sold recently. Market conditions fluctuate, affecting which homes are 
put up for sale and their housing values. The sales price is therefore a more sensitive indicator of 
recent market conditions than is reported in the census, which is based on all owner-occupied 
housing units and more likely reflects estimated values beyond any short-term market 
fluctuations. The sales price indicator is more volatile and warrants monitoring as an indicator of 
ward single-family housing market demand. Interest rates have an important impact, with more 
expensive homes becoming less desirable in a high-interest-rate environment, and more 
attractive when the costs of borrowing are low. In a ward where a relatively large number of 
similar homes are on the market, they may not get the price being asked, despite their longer-
term values.  In the long run, if such market conditions persist, the value of homes in that ward 
will decline. But if conditions are more temporary average housing values will persist.  
 
From a ward perspective, the growth in residential sales prices can be both a positive and a 
negative.  Strong sales price growth is positive in that it reflects the relative attractiveness of a 
ward (that is, people are willing to pay higher prices to live there) and increases the tax base.  
Strong growth in sales prices can become a negative as that growth contributes to economic 
segregation and its related racial and social segregation in the housing market.   
 
Figure 76
Change in Single-Family Residential Property Sales Price,
 1990 and 2001
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How Is Ward 17 Doing? 
 
In 2001, the average home in Ward 17 sold for $47,065.  This was an increase of 68.3 percent 
from 1990, when the average home sold for $27,967 in inflation-adjusted dollars.  This increase 
was substantially larger than that of Cleveland (18.3 percent) and Cuyahoga County (7.3 
percent). Despite the increase, Ward 17’s single-family residential sales price was significantly 
lower that Cleveland ($68,281) and the county ($130,039).   
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77 Mortgage Status  
  1990 to 2000  
 
Why Is This Indicator Important? 
 
Mortgage status is an important method for assessing investment in housing in a ward.  The 
percentage of homeowners with a mortgage is an indicator of how many households are 
investing in improving their housing situation since we presume that the household, in most 
cases, is borrowing money to purchase housing that is more costly than the previous dwelling.   
 
Figure 77
Percent Home Owners with a Mortgage
 1990 and 2000
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How Is Ward 17 Doing? 
 
Since 1990, Ward 17 had a significant increase (13.9 percent) in the number of homeowners with 
a mortgage. This figure is lower than that of Cleveland (17.8 percent) and Cuyahoga County 
(16.2 percent).  Just about two-thirds of Ward 17’s owner-occupied housing units had a mortgage 
in 2000. Cleveland (68 percent) and Cuyahoga County (67.8 percent) had slightly more.  
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78 High-Risk Mortgages 
  1990 to 1993, 1994 to 1997, and 1998 to 2001 
 
Why Is This Indicator Important? 
 
The degree of risk inherent in mortgage lending is an important factor in the cost and availability 
of housing in a ward.  Homeowners with high-risk loans can pay higher interest rates and will 
pay higher monthly payments than others who can manage a larger down payment.  
Consequently, communities with high percentages of homeowners with high-risk mortgages may 
experience higher foreclosure rates, increasing turnover of housing stock and community social 
and economic instability.  Homeowners with high-risk mortgages may also be less likely to 
qualify for home improvement loans (due to the increased relative financial burden of 
ownership), making it more difficult to properly maintain homes and contributing to ward’s 
decline.   
 
Figure 78
Percent of Mortgages That Were High Risk
 1990 to 1993, 1994 to 1997, and 1998 to 2001
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How Is Ward 17 Doing? 
 
For all three time periods, Ward 17 was between Cuyahoga County and Cleveland in the 
percentage of high-risk mortgage loans. These loans declined from 45.2 percent of 263 total 
mortgage loans in the 1990-1993 period to 38.3 percent of 452 total mortgage loans in the 1998-
2001 period. Unlike Cleveland and the county, Ward 17’s figures represent a consistent decline 
in percentage of high-risk loans over time. 
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79 Sheriff Sales of Single Family Homes 
    1990 to 1993, 1994 to 1997, 1998 to 2001 
 
Why Is This Indicator Important? 
 
The sale of a home by the county sheriff comes about because the financial institution that made 
the loan to the original homeowner foreclosed on the loan.  A low number of sheriff sales implies 
a stronger housing market, with fewer homeowners failing to maintain payments.  A high rate of 
sheriff sales means that homeowners are losing their homes and the investments they have made 
in their homes. 
 
Figure 79
Percent Sheriff Sales, 1990 to 2001
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How Is Ward 17 Doing? 
 
During the 1998-2001 period, 10.4 percent of all home sales in Ward 17 were sheriff sales, 
slightly lower than the rate for Cleveland, 11.8 percent, but higher than the rate for Cuyahoga 
County, 6.2 percent. Sheriff sales increased in the ward over the 1994 -1997 period, when 7.4 
percent of all sales were by the sheriff.  However, the 1990-1993 period saw a sheriff sale rate of 
10.8 percent in the ward.  Overall Ward 17, Cleveland and Cuyahoga County saw a drop in 
sheriff sales during the 1994-1997 period, and then a rise in the 1998-2001 period. It may be that 
the relatively prosperous mid-1990s boosted household incomes during that period, making it 
easier for homeowners to pay off their mortgages. 
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80 Median Gross Rent 
  1990 to 2000 
 
Why Is This Indicator Important? 
 
The cost of rental units is a basic indicator of the health of the rental market.  Like housing 
affordability, the cost of rent in a ward reflects both the supply and demand of the rental market, 
and the relative attractiveness of renting versus owning.  As with other housing indicators, the 
size of the rent payment can be either positive or negative in regard to number and quality of 
housing opportunities; high rental costs generally reflect higher quality rental units and also 
enhance the relative attractiveness of ownership, while low rental costs make affordable housing 
available to a broad segment of the population.  From a market perspective, and all other things 
being equal, wards in which rental units are relatively scarce (low supply) will exhibit higher 
rental costs than those with a greater number of rental choices.  Increasing costs may represent 
increased demand, demolition of lower cost units, construction of higher cost rental housing, or 
differences in data collection (sample and respondent differences). 
 
Figure 80A
Median Gross Rent, 2000
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Figure 80B
Change in Median Gross Rent, 1990 to 2000
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How Is Ward 17 Doing? 
 
The median gross rent in Ward 17 was $456 in 2000.  This was lower than both Cleveland’s 
median of $465 and Cuyahoga County’s median of $541. Cleveland’s rent increased 10.9 
percent ($45.65) between 1990 and 2000. Ward 17 was close behind at 10.5 percent  ($43.16). 
Cuyahoga County had a significantly lower increase of 4.6 percent ($23.98) since 1990. 
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Table 1A
Population by Age, 1990 to 2000
Percent Percentage
Change Point
2000 1990 in Number 2000 1990 Change 2000 1990 2000 1990
Under 15 6,194         6,242            -0.8% 27.6% 26.7% 0.8% 24.5% 23.1% 20.9% 20.3%
15 to 24 3,224         3,722            -13.4% 14.3% 15.9% -1.6% 13.5% 14.3% 12.0% 12.6%
25 to 34 3,527         4,127            -14.5% 15.7% 17.7% -2.0% 15.0% 18.0% 13.5% 16.2%
35 to 49 4,826         3,967            21.7% 21.5% 17.0% 4.5% 21.8% 17.2% 23.0% 20.3%
50 to 64 2,567         2,829            -9.3% 11.4% 12.1% -0.7% 12.7% 13.3% 15.0% 14.8%
65 to 74 1,110         1,440            -22.9% 4.9% 6.2% -1.2% 6.6% 8.2% 7.7% 9.3%
75 and Over 1,033         1,016            1.7% 4.6% 4.4% 0.2% 5.9% 5.8% 7.9% 6.5%
All Ages 22,481       23,343          -3.7% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Under 18 7,203         7,262            -0.8% 32.0% 31.1% 0.9% 28.5% 26.9% 25.0% 23.9%
Source: U.S. Census Bureau
Cleveland Cuyahoga County
Number Percent Percent Percent
Ward 17 Ward 17
 
 
Table 1B
Population by Race and Hispanic Ethnicity, 1990 to 2000
Percent Percentage
Change Point
2000 1990 in Number 2000 1990 Change 2000 1990 2000 1990
White 14,673       18,788          -21.9% 65.3% 80.5% -15.2% 41.5% 49.5% 67.4% 72.6%
African-American 3,656         1,337            173.4% 16.3% 5.7% 10.5% 51.0% 46.5% 27.3% 24.8%
Native American 158            178               -11.2% 0.7% 0.8% -0.1% 0.3% 0.3% 0.2% 0.2%
Asian-Pacific 284            740               -61.6% 1.3% 3.2% -1.9% 1.4% 1.0% 1.8% 1.3%
Other 3,710         2,300            61.3% 16.5% 9.9% 6.6% 5.8% 2.6% 3.2% 1.1%
Total 22,481       23,343          -3.7% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Hispanic/Latino 5,357         3,456            55.0% 23.8% 14.8% 9.0% 7.3% 4.6% 3.3% 2.2%
(any race)
Source: U.S. Census Bureau
Cleveland Cuyahoga County
Number Percent Percent Percent
Ward 17 Ward 17
 
 
A-2 
 Table 2A 
Population Under 18 by Gender and Age Group, 2000 
Population 0 to 17 5 to 17 0 to 17  5 to 17 Under 5 5 to 9 10 to 14 15 to 17 
Ward 17 22.5 7.2 5.1 3.7 2.6 1.1 1.1 1.0 0.5 
Cleveland 478.4 136.4 97.8 69.2 49.5 19.7 21.1 18.8 9.7 
Cuyahoga County 1,394.0 348.0 257.0 177.4 131.0 46.4 51.4 50.9 28.7 
0 to 17  5 to 17 Under 5 5 to 9 10 to 14 15 to 17 
Ward 17 3.5 2.5 1.0 1.1 0.9 0.5 
Cleveland 67.2 48.3 18.9 20.6 18.0 9.6 
Cuyahoga County 170.6 126.0 44.6 50.0 48.4 27.7 
Source: U.S. Census Bureau 
Total (1,000s) Male (1,000s) 
Female (1,000s) 
 
 
 
 Table 2B 
Population Under 18 by Age Group, Percentage Distribution, 2000 
Population 0 to 17 5 to 17 0 to 17  5 to 17 Under 5 5 to 9 10 to 14 15 to 17 
Ward 17 22.5 7.2 5.1 32.0% 22.8% 9.2% 9.5% 8.8% 4.5% 
Cleveland 478.4 136.4 97.8 28.5% 20.4% 8.1% 8.7% 7.7% 4.0% 
Cuyahoga County 1,394.0 348.0 257.0 25.0% 18.4% 6.5% 7.3% 7.1% 4.0% 
Source: U.S. Census Bureau 
Total (1,000s) Percentage of Total Population 
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Table 2C
Population Five to 17, 1990 and 2000
All 5 to 17 All 5 to 17 2000 1990
Ward 17 22.5 5.1 23.3 4.9 22.8% 21.1%
Cleveland 478.4 97.8 505.6 92.0 20.4% 18.2%
Cuyahoga County 1,394.0 257.0 1,412.1 237.9 18.4% 16.8%
1990 to 2000 Percent Change
Percentage in Percent Youths Percent Change
Point Change of Total Population in 5 to 17 Population
Ward 17 1.7% 8.1% 4.1%
Cleveland 2.3% 12.4% 6.3%
Cuyahoga County 1.6% 9.4% 8.0%
Source: U.S. Census Bureau
5 to 17 as Percent of
Total Population
2000 Population
(1,000s)
1990 Population
(1,000s)
 
 
 
 Table 2D 
Population 5 to 17 by Race and Hispanic Ethnicity, 2000 
Total White             African- 
           American 
Other Race Hispanic 
Ward 17 5.1 2.9 1.1 1.2 1.8 
Cleveland 97.8 29.5 59.5 8.8 11.4 
Cuyahoga County 257.0 149.3 90.7 17.0 12.5 
White              African- 
           American 
Other Race Hispanic 
Ward 17 55.7% 21.6% 22.7% 35.7% 
Cleveland 30.1% 60.9% 9.0% 11.7% 
Cuyahoga County 58.1% 35.3% 6.6% 4.9% 
Source: U.S. Census Bureau 
Percentage of Population 5 to 17  
Population 5 to 17 (1,000s) 
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Table 3
Number and Percentage of Persons 65 and Over, 1990 to 2000
Total Number Number Number Ratio of
Population Male Female Total Male Female Total Females to Males
Ward 17 22,481 820 1,323 2,143 3.6% 5.9% 9.5% 1.6
Cleveland 478,394 23,125 36,854 59,979 4.8% 7.7% 12.5% 1.6
Cuyahoga County 1,393,968 85,146 132,015 217,161 6.1% 9.5% 15.6% 1.6
Total Number Number Number Ratio of
Population Male Female Total Male Female Total Females to Males
Ward 17 2,390 963 1,493 2,456 4.3% 6.6% 10.9% 1.6
Cleveland 505,745 27,084 43,688 70,772 5.7% 9.1% 14.8% 1.6
Cuyahoga County 1,412,140 86,068 134,998 221,066 6.2% 9.7% 15.9% 1.6
Male Female Total
Ward 17 -14.8% -11.4% -12.7%
Cleveland -14.6% -15.6% -15.3%
Cuyahoga County -1.1% -2.2% -1.8%
Source: U.S. Census Bureau
2000
1990
Percent of Total Population
Percent Change, 1990 to 2000
Percent of Total Population
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Table 4
Number and Percentage of Persons 85 and Over, 1990 to 2000
Total Number Number Number Ratio of
Population Male Female Total Male Female Total Females to Males
Ward 17 22,481 78 249 327 0.3% 1.1% 1.5% 3.2
Cleveland 478,394 1,953 5,187 7,140 0.4% 1.1% 1.5% 2.7
Cuyahoga County 1,393,968 7,601 19,764 27,365 0.5% 1.4% 2.0% 2.6
Total Number Number Number Ratio of
Population Male Female Total Male Female Total Females to Males
Ward 17 23,343 56 158 214 0.2% 0.7% 1.0% 2.8
Cleveland 505,745 1,716 4,897 6,613 0.4% 1.0% 1.4% 2.9
Cuyahoga County 1,412,140 5,306 15,204 20,510 0.4% 1.1% 1.5% 2.9
Male Female Total
Ward 17 39.3% 57.6% 52.8%
Cleveland 13.8% 5.9% 8.0%
Cuyahoga County 43.3% 30.0% 33.4%
Source: U.S. Census Bureau
2000
1990
Percent Change, 1990 to 2000
Percent of Total Population
Percent of Total Population
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 Table 5 
Racial Categories for Persons 55 and Over, 2000 
55 to 64 65 to 74 75 to 84 85 and over 55 and over 
Ward 17 1,500 1,110 706 327 3,643 
Cleveland 36,040 31,590 21,260 7,160 95,980 
Cuyahoga County 121,900 107,370 82,475 27,404 339,010 
White Black 
Other/  
Multiple White Black 
Other/  
Multiple 
Ward 17 80.7% 7.5% 11.8% 85.9% 4.6% 9.5% 
Cleveland 46.6% 48.5% 4.8% 45.2% 51.3% 3.4% 
Cuyahoga County 72.4% 24.1% 3.5% 74.9% 22.9% 2.3% 
White Black 
Other/  
Multiple White Black 
Other/  
Multiple White Black 
Other/  
Multiple 
Ward 17 92.5% 2.3% 5.2% 92.7% 2.4% 4.9% 85.7% 5.1% 9.2% 
Cleveland 54.4% 43.2% 2.4% 57.8% 39.5% 2.3% 48.7% 47.6% 3.7% 
Cuyahoga County 82.3% 16.3% 1.4% 83.5% 15.3% 1.2% 76.5% 21.1% 2.4% 
Source: U.S. Census Bureau 
Age Group by Race, Percentage Distribution 
Ages 55 to 64 Ages 65 to 74 
Population by Age Group 
Ages 75 to 84 Ages 85 and Over Ages 55 and Over 
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 Table 6A 
Marital Status, Ages 55 and over, 2000 
Population 
55 Years 
and Over Married  Widowed Other* Total Married  Widowed Other* Total 
Ward 17 3,811                635                   187                 731                1,553               458                 380                 357             1,195            
Cleveland 95,738              15,622              4,585              15,460          35,667             13,172            9,435              9,145         31,752         
Cuyahoga County 338,562            74,971              10,822            35,592          121,385          61,410            24,939            21,706       108,055       
Married  Widowed Other* Total 
Ward 17 194                   545                   324                 1,063             
Cleveland 7,619                14,482              6,218              28,319          
Cuyahoga County 38,053              52,577              18,492            109,122        
*Other category includes divorced; never married; married but separated; and married but spouse absent not due to separation, 
for example, institutionalized, or working at a job away from home. 
Note: This census question captured the respondent's marital status on the day the census was taken. 
Source: U.S. Census Bureau 
65 to 74 
75 and Over 
55 to 64 
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 Table 6B 
Marital Status, Ages 55 and over, Percentage Distribution 
Population 
55 Years Total Total 
and Over Married  Widowed Other* Married  Widowed Other* 
Ward 17 3,811                1,553                40.9% 12.0% 47.1% 1,195              38.3% 31.8% 29.9% 
Cleveland 95,738              35,667              43.8% 12.9% 43.3% 31,752            41.5% 29.7% 28.8% 
Cuyahoga County 338,562            121,385            61.8% 8.9% 29.3% 108,055         56.8% 23.1% 20.1% 
Total Total 
Married  Widowed Other* Married  Widowed Other* 
Ward 17 1,063                18.2% 51.3% 30.5% 3,811              33.8% 29.2% 37.1% 
Cleveland 28,319              26.9% 51.1% 22.0% 95,738            38.0% 29.8% 32.2% 
Cuyahoga County 109,122            34.9% 48.2% 16.9% 338,562         51.5% 26.1% 22.4% 
*Other category includes divorced; never married; married but separated; and married but spouse absent not due to separation, 
for example, institutionalized, or working at a job away from home. 
Note: This census question captured the respondent's marital status on the day the census was taken. 
Source: U.S. Census Bureau 
Ages 55 to 64 Ages 65 to 74 
Ages 75 and Over Ages 55 and Over 
Percentage Distribution 
Percentage Distribution 
Percentage Distribution 
Percentage Distribution 
 
 Table 7 
Families with Children, 1990 to 2000 
Percentage 
Percent Percent Percentage Change in 
Total With With Total With With Point Percent 
Families Children Children Families Children Children Change Distribution 
Ward 17 4,973            3,251               65.4% 5,571               3,447                61.9% 3.5% 5.7% 
Cleveland 111,998       65,734             58.7% 122,979          67,626              55.0% 3.7% 6.7% 
Cuyahoga County 354,615       178,709          50.4% 370,083          176,582            47.7% 2.7% 5.6% 
Source: U.S. Census Bureau 
2000 1990 
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 Table 8 
Types of Families with Children, 1990 to 2000 
Percentage 
Percentage Change in 
Point Percent 
2000 1990 2000 1990 Change Distribution 2000 1990 2000 1990 
Married Couple 1,345            1,828               41.4% 53.0% -11.7% -22.0% 39.0% 47.2% 60.2% 66.0% 
Female-Headed 1,571            1,360               48.3% 39.5% 8.9% 22.5% 52.3% 46.4% 33.4% 29.4% 
Male-Headed 335               259                  10.3% 7.5% 2.8% 37.1% 8.7% 6.4% 6.4% 4.6% 
Total 3,251            3,447               100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 
Source: U.S.Census Bureau 
Cleveland Cuyahoga County 
Number Percent Percent Percent 
Ward 17 
 
 
 Table 9 
Persons Caring for Grandchildren as a Percent of Persons 45 and Over, 2000 
Grandparents as Percent of Population 
Grandparent  Population Percent of Persons  45 and Older 
Responsible 45 and Over 45 and Over That Is 65 and Over 
Ward 17 325                   6,123              5.3% 35.0% 
Cleveland 7,039 151,077 4.7% 39.7% 
Cuyahoga County 12,256 526,662 2.3% 41.2% 
Source: U.S. Census Bureau  
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 Table 10A 
Number of Non-Related Foster Children in Households 
and Rate per 1,000 Children Under Age 18, 2000 
 Number of  
Non-Related  
Foster  
Children  
 Total  
Children  
Under 18  
 Rate per  
1,000  
Children  
Under 18  
Ward 17 40 7,203            5.5 
Cleveland 1,388 136,403       10.2 
Cuyahoga County 2,292 347,990       6.6 
Source: U.S. Census Bureau  
 
 Table 10B 
Number of Children in Group Quarters and Rate per 1,000 Children Under Age 18, 2000 
Total Institutional 
Non- 
institutional Total Institutional 
Non- 
institutional 
Ward 17 8 8 0 0 0 0 
Cleveland 497 152 345 324 38 286 
Cuyahoga County 1,058 595 463 477 109 368 
Total Institutional 
Non- 
institutional 
Total  
Population  
Under 18 
Children in  
Group  
Quarters per  
1,000  
Population 
Ward 17 8 8 0 7,203 1.1 
Cleveland 821 190 631 136,403 6.0 
Cuyahoga County 1,535 704 831 347,990 4.4 
Source: U.S. Census Bureau 
Female 
Both Sexes 
Male 
Children Under Age 18 in Group Quarters 
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 Table 11 
Persons Living Alone by Gender, Ages 65 and Over, 1990 to 2000 
Total 
65 and Over Male Female Total Male Female Total 
Ward 17 2,176                241                   583                 824                11.1% 26.8% 37.9% 
Cleveland 60,071 6,355 14,840 21,195 10.6% 24.7% 35.3% 
Cuyahoga County 217,177 17,415 52,344 69,759 8.0% 24.1% 32.1% 
Total 
65 and Over Male Female Total Male Female Total 
Ward 17 2,390                364 551 915 15.2% 23.0% 38.3% 
Cleveland 67,413 6,910 19,250 26,160 10.3% 28.6% 38.8% 
Cuyahoga County 210,451 15,568 54,619 70,187 7.4% 26.0% 33.4% 
Male Female Total Male Female Total 
Ward 17 -4.2% 3.8% -0.4% -27.4% 16.4% -1.1% 
Cleveland 0.3% -3.9% -3.5% 3.2% -13.5% -9.1% 
Cuyahoga County 0.6% -1.9% -1.2% 8.4% -7.1% -3.7% 
Source: U.S. Census Bureau 
1990 
1990 to 2000 
2000 
Percent Living Alone 
Percentage Change in Percent  
Number Living Alone 
Number Living Alone Percent Living Alone 
Percentage Point Change 
 
 
 Table 12 
Persons 65 Years and over Who Are Linguistically Isolated, 1990 to 2000 
Total Linguis- Percent Total Linguis- Percent  Percentage 
 
65 and Over 
tically Linguistically   
65 and Over 
tically Linguistically  Percent Point 
Isolated Isolated  Isolated Isolated Change Change 
Ward 17 2,143 151 7.1% 2,456             263 10.7% -34.0% -3.6% 
Cleveland 56,857 2,401 4.2% 67,439 3,412 5.1% -16.5% -0.8% 
Cuyahoga County 204,741 8,888 4.3% 210,479 9,745 4.6% -6.2% -0.3% 
Source: U.S. Census Bureau 
1990 1990 to 2000 2000 
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 Table 13 
Mothers in the Labor Force with Children Under Age Six, 1990 to 2000 
Percentage Percentage 
Point Change in 
2000 1990 Change Percent 2000 1990 2000 1990 
Mothers with Children  
Under Age Six 1,402            1,814               28,674              34,366            73,262         83,251            
   In Labor Force 750               652                  17,751              16,551            46,883         45,235            
   Employed 592               518                  14,979              13,292            42,865         40,292            
   Percent in Labor Force 53.5% 35.9% 17.6% 48.9% 61.9% 48.2% 64.0% 54.3% 
   Percent Employed 79.0% 79.5% -0.5% -0.6% 84.4% 80.3% 91.4% 89.1% 
Source: U.S.Census Bureau 
Cleveland Cuyahoga County Ward 17 
 
 
 
 Table 14 
Number of Regulated Childcare Spaces, 2004 
Rate per Rate per Rate per 
Regulated Childcare 100 Children 100 Children 100 Children 
   Spaces by Type Number Percent 12 and Under Number Percent 12 and Under Number Percent 12 and Under 
Center 365 41.8% 6.7 14,779             56.1% 14.3                37,556         55.4% 14.8                     
Certified Home 300 34.3% 5.5 7,329               27.8% 7.1                  11,297         16.7% 4.5                       
Pre-School 137 15.7% 2.5 2,697               10.2% 2.6                  12,360         18.2% 4.9                       
School-Age 72 8.2% 1.3 1,538               5.8% 1.5                  6,583            9.7% 2.6                       
Total 874 100.0% 16.1 26,343             100.0% 25.5                67,796         100.0% 26.8                     
Total Parents, 2000* 6,990            122,939          326,370       
Total Parents Working 3,569            51.1% 76,484             62.2% 216,874       66.5% 
* Children living with two parents who both work, and children living with one parent who works. 
Sources: Starting Point, U.S.Census Bureau 
Ward 17 Cleveland Cuyahoga County 
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 Table 15 
School Enrollment, Ages Three to 17, 2000 
Cuyahoga 
Ward 17 Cleveland County 
Population Ages 3-17 6,117                113,371          294,036          
Enrolled in School 5,446                102,248          270,390          
Percent Enrolled in School 89.0% 90.2% 92.0% 
Source: U.S. Census Bureau  
 
 Table 16 
School Enrollment by Grade Category, 2000 to 2003 
Total Public Private Total Public Private Total Public Private 
Ward 17 850                 82% 18% 3,742                 85% 15% 1,304             86% 14% 
Cleveland 18,127            79% 21% 65,192               84% 16% 26,882           84% 16% 
Cuyahoga County 46,363            66% 34% 166,345             80% 20% 77,563           84% 16% 
Source: U.S. Census Bureau 
Nursery, Preschool, Kindergarten Grades One throuth Eight Grades Nine through Twelve 
 
 
 Table 17 
School Enrollment, Graduation, and Employment, Ages 16 to19, 1990 to 2000 
Cuyahoga Cuyahoga 
Ward 17 Cleveland County Ward 17 Cleveland County 
Civilians Age 16 to 19 1,252                25,897             70,053             1,311                 27,863               72,379             
Enrolled in School 807                   18,495             56,635             804                    19,360               57,027             
Not Enrolled and Employed: 
   High School Graduate 82                     1,488               4,290               84                      1,627                 4,932               
   Not a High School Graduate 113                   1,551               2,584               83                      1,636                 2,664               
Percent Enrolled or Employed 80.1% 83.2% 90.7% 74.1% 81.2% 89.3% 
Source: U.S. Census Bureau 
2000 1990 
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 Table 18 
Educational Attainment, Ages 25 to 34, 2000 
Cuyahoga Cuyahoga 
Ward 17 Cleveland County Ward 17 Cleveland County 
Less Than High School 1,338                15,828             22,622             37.7% 22.0% 12.0% 
High School Graduate 983                   23,120             47,616             27.7% 32.1% 25.2% 
Some College 659                   16,789             44,462             18.6% 23.3% 23.5% 
Associate's Degree 142                   3,732               11,828             4.0% 5.2% 6.3% 
Bachelor's Degree 262                   9,009               44,445             7.4% 12.5% 23.5% 
Graduate/Professional Degree 162                   3,526               17,868             4.6% 4.9% 9.5% 
Population Ages 25 to 34 3,545                72,004             188,841          100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 
Source: U.S. Census Bureau 
Number Percent 
 
 
 Table 19 
Maternal Education, 1996 to 2002 Average 
Average Average Average 
Annual Annual Annual 
Total Percent Percentage Percent Percentage Percent Percentage 
Births* Number  of Births Change Number  of Births Change Number  of Births Change 
Ward 17 502               238                  48.2% -1.6% 195                   38.4% 0.9% 68                   13.4% 3.3% 
Cleveland 9,061            2,974               32.9% -1.0% 3,458                38.1% -0.7% 2,629              28.9% 2.1% 
Cuyahoga County 18,398         3,415               18.5% -1.6% 5,766                31.3% -2.2% 9,217              50.2% 1.9% 
* Excludes births where mother did not report education, thus may differ slightly from total births reported elsewhere. 
Source: Ohio Department of Health 
No High School Diploma High School Diploma Some Post-Secondary Education 
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 Table 20 
Labor Force Participation, Persons Ages 16 and Over, 1990 to 2000 
Civilian 
Population Not in Percent in 
Ages 16 & In Civilian Civilian Civilian 
Over Labor Force Labor Force Labor Force 
Ward 17 16,063              8,912               7,151               55.5% 
Cleveland 354,615            203,306          151,309          57.3% 
Cuyahoga County 1,082,864        676,197          406,667          62.4% 
Civilian 
Population Not in Percent in Percentage 
Ages 16 & In Civilian Civilian Civilian Point Percent 
Over Labor Force Labor Force Labor Force Change Change 
Ward 17 16,871              9,034               7,837               53.5% 1.9% 3.6% 
Cleveland 381,994            212,042          169,952          55.5% 1.8% 3.3% 
Cuyahoga County 1,107,886        680,883          427,003          61.5% 1.0% 1.6% 
Source: U.S. Census Bureau 
2000 
1990 
 
 
 Table 21 
Labor Force Participation Rates of Older Persons by Age Group, 2000 
Ages 16 to 54 
Percent Percent Percent Percent 
in Labor In Labor in Labor In Labor in Labor In Labor in Labor 
Force Population  Force Force Population  Force Force Population  Force Force 
Ward 17 1,553               667               42.9% 1,195              138               11.6% 1,063          27               2.5% 
Cleveland 69.6% 35,667              16,869            47.3% 31,752             4,709              14.8% 28,319       1,290            4.6% 
Cuyahoga County 77.5% 121,385            71,928            59.3% 108,055           21,144            19.6% 109,122     6,043            5.5% 
Percent Percent 
In Labor in Labor In Labor in Labor 
Population  Force Force Population  Force Force 
Ward 17 2,258               165               7.3% 3,811              832               21.8% 
Cleveland 60,071              5,999              10.0% 95,738             22,868            23.9% 
Cuyahoga County 217,177            27,187            12.5% 338,562           99,115            29.3% 
Source: U.S. Census Bureau 
Ages 55 to 64 Ages 65 to 74 Ages 75 and Over 
Ages 65 and Over Ages 55 and Over 
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Table 22
Unemployment Rate, 1990 to 2000
Percentage
In Civilian Percent In Civilian Percent Point Percent
Labor Force Unemployed Unemployed Labor Force Unemployed Unemployed Change Change
Ward 17 8,912             1,087            12.2% 9,034              1,418              15.7% -3.5% -22.3%
Cleveland 203,306         22,847          11.2% 212,042          29,749            14.0% -2.8% -19.9%
Cuyahoga County 676,197         41,778          6.2% 680,883          51,371            7.5% -1.4% -18.1%
Source: U.S. Census Bureau
2000 1990
 
 
Table 23
Child Dependency Ratio, 1990 to 2000
Population Employed Dependents Population Employed Dependents Ratio Percent
Ages Population per 100 Ages Population per 100 Point Change in
0-17 16+ Employed 0-17 16+ Employed Change Ratio
Ward 17 7,203         7,825            92.0 7,262            7,616             95.3 -3.3 -3.5%
Cleveland 136,403     180,459        75.6 136,147        182,293         74.7 0.9 1.2%
Cuyahoga County 347,900     634,419        54.9 338,208        629,512         53.7 1.2 2.2%
Source: U.S.Census Bureau
2000 1990
 
 
Table 24
Manufacturing Employment, 1990 to 2000
Percentage
Total Manufacturing Percent Total Manufacturing Percent Point Percent
Employed Employment Manufacturing Employed Employment Manufacturing Change Change
Ward 17 7,825             1,872            23.9% 7,616              2,460              32.3% -8.4% -25.9%
Cleveland 180,459         32,929          18.2% 182,293          42,151            23.1% -4.9% -21.1%
Cuyahoga County 634,419         102,279        16.1% 629,512          127,378          20.2% -4.1% -20.3%
Source: U.S. Census Bureau
2000 1990
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 Table 25 
Median Household Income, 1989 to 1999 
1999 1989 
Median Median Percent 
Household Household Change 
Income Income* 1989-1999 
Ward 17 22,050 $           19,263 $          14.5% 
Cleveland 25,928 $           23,544 $          10.1% 
Cuyahoga County 39,168 $           37,775 $          3.7% 
* 1989 income is inflation-adjusted to 1999 dollars. 
Sources: U.S. Census Bureau, U.S. Bureau of Labor Statistics  
 
 
 
 
 Table 26 
Per Capita Income, 1989 to 1999 
1999 1989 Percent 
Per Capita Per Capita Change 
Income Income* 1989-1999 
Ward 17 11,681 $           9,806 $            19.1% 
Cleveland 14,291 $           12,230 $          16.9% 
Cuyahoga County 22,272 $           19,699 $          13.1% 
* 1989 income is inflation-adjusted to 1999 dollars. 
Sources: U.S. Census Bureau, U.S. Bureau of Labor Statistics  
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 Table 27 
Persons Below Poverty, 1990 to 2000 
Persons Persons 
for Whom Number Percent for Whom Number Percent Percentage 
Poverty Status Below Below Poverty Status Below Below Point Percent 
Determined Poverty Level Poverty Level Determined Poverty Level Poverty Level Change Change 
Ward 17 22,462              7,762               34.6% 23,380               8,251                 35.3% -0.7% -2.1% 
Cleveland 466,305            122,479          26.3% 496,218             142,202             28.7% -2.4% -8.3% 
Cuyahoga County 1,365,658        179,372          13.1% 1,388,547         191,149             13.8% -0.6% -4.6% 
Source: U.S. Census Bureau 
2000 1990 
 
 
Table 28
Persons Living Near Poverty, 1990 to 2000
Percentage
2000 1990 2000 1990 Point Change
A. Ward 17
100 to 150 Percent of Poverty 3,667             3,161            16.3% 13.5% 2.8%
150 to 200 Percent of Poverty 2,731             3,064            12.2% 13.1% -0.9%
100 to 200 Percent of Poverty 6,398             6,225            28.5% 26.6% 1.9%
B. Cleveland
100 to 150 Percent of Poverty 61,582           55,652          13.2% 11.2% 2.0%
150 to 200 Percent of Poverty 51,127           55,392          11.0% 11.2% -0.2%
100 to 200 Percent of Poverty 112,709         111,044        24.2% 22.4% 1.8%
C. Cuyahoga County
100 to 150 Percent of Poverty 107,083         98,542          7.8% 7.1% 0.7%
150 to 200 Percent of Poverty 110,817         115,820        8.1% 8.3% -0.2%
100 to 200 Percent of Poverty 217,900         214,362        16.0% 15.4% 0.6%
Source: U.S. Census Bureau
Number Percent
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 Table 29A 
Persons Below the Poverty Level by Age Group, 1990 to 2000 
All Ages 
Total Below 
Population* Poverty 5 and under 6 to 11 12 to 17 6 to 17 18 to 64 65 to 74 75+ 
Ward 17 22,357 7,828 1,264 1,267 974 2,242 4,028 179 115 
Cleveland 466,305 122,479 18,562 19,025 13,042 32,067 62,245 5,195 4,410 
Cuyahoga County 1,365,807 179,380 23,901 25,349 18,065 43,414 92,983 9,226 9,856 
All Ages 
Total Below 
Population* Poverty 5 and under 6 to 11 12 to 17 6 to 17 18 to 64 65 to 74 75+ 
Ward 17 23,380 8,251 1,503 1,211 834 2,045 4,248 257 198 
Cleveland 496,218 142,202 23,578 19,702 14,404 34,107 71,536 7,147 5,834 
Cuyahoga County 1,388,547 191,149 28,393 24,801 19,074 43,875 97,354 11,191 10,336 
* Total population for whom the poverty status was determined (excludes institutionalized people, military group quarters, people in college dormitories, 
 and unrelated individuals under age 15). 
Population Below Poverty by Age Group 
1990 
Population Below Poverty by Age Group 
2000 
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 Table 29B 
Percentage Distribution of Persons Below the Poverty Level by Age Group 1990 to 2000 
All Ages 
Total Below 
Population* Poverty 5 and under 6 to 11 12 to 17 6 to 17 18 to 64 65 to 74 75+ 
Ward 17 22,357 35.0% 53.2% 47.3% 43.7% 45.7% 30.8% 15.2% 13.6% 
Cleveland 466,305 26.3% 41.0% 38.9% 33.3% 36.4% 22.6% 16.6% 17.1% 
Cuyahoga County 1,365,807 13.1% 22.2% 20.7% 16.1% 18.5% 11.4% 8.6% 9.9% 
All Ages 
Total Below 
Population* Poverty 5 and under 6 to 11 12 to 17 6 to 17 18 to 64 65 to 74 75+ 
Ward 17 23,380 35.3% 53.5% 49.2% 39.9% 44.9% 31.2% 17.9% 20.3% 
Cleveland 496,218 28.7% 46.2% 43.8% 37.8% 41.1% 24.3% 17.6% 21.6% 
Cuyahoga County 1,388,547 13.8% 24.0% 22.1% 18.3% 20.3% 11.6% 8.6% 12.7% 
* Total population for whom the poverty status was determined (excludes institutionalized people, military group quarters, people in college dormitories, 
 and unrelated individuals under age 15). 
Source: U.S. Census Bureau 
1990 
Percentage of Population Below Poverty Level by Age Group 
2000 
Percentage of Population below Poverty Level by Age Group 
 
 
Table 30A
Persons below Poverty and near Poverty, Ages 65 and over, 2000
Population
Age 65 and
Over  Number  Percent  Number  Percent  Number  Percent 
Ward 17 2,018             230                11.4% 753             37.3% 984              48.8%
Cleveland 57,097           9,605             16.8% 16,766        29.4% 26,371         46.2%
Cuyahoga County 205,938         19,082           9.3% 44,083        21.4% 63,165         30.7%
Source: U.S. Census Bureau
Income Below 100% Income 100% to 199% Income Below 200%
of Poverty of Poverty of Poverty
 
A-21 
 Table 30B 
Older Persons Below Poverty and Near Poverty by Age Group, 2000 
 Population   
55 to 64  
 Income Below  
100% of  
Poverty  
 Income  
100% to  
199% of  
Poverty  
 Population  
Age 65 to 74  
 Income  
Below 100%  
of Poverty  
 Income  
100% to  
199% of  
Poverty  
 Population  
Age 75 and  
over  
 Income  
Below  
100% of  
Poverty  
 Income  
100% to  
199% of  
Poverty  
Ward 17              1,519                  327                 294             1,176                 179                379                842             115               375  
Cleveland            35,343               7,323              6,690           31,281              5,195             8,607           25,816          4,410            8,159  
Cuyahoga County          120,679             11,672            13,072         106,715              9,226           18,987           99,223          9,856          25,096  
 55 to 64   65 to 74    75 and Over   55 to 64   65 to 74    75 and Over  
Ward 17 21.5% 15.2% 13.6% 19.4% 32.2% 44.5% 
Cleveland 20.7% 16.6% 17.1% 18.9% 27.5% 31.6% 
Cuyahoga County 9.7% 8.6% 9.9% 10.8% 17.8% 25.3% 
Source: U.S. Census Bureau 
 Ages 75 and over  
 Percent Near Poverty  
 Ages 65 to 74  
 Percent Below Poverty  
 Ages 55 to 64  
 
 
 Table 31 
All Families Below Poverty by Race and Hispanic Ethnicity, 1990 to 2000 
Percentage Percentage 
Point Change in 
2000 1990 2000 1990 Change Percent 2000 1990 2000 1990 
All Races 1,571            1,912               30.9% 33.8% -2.8% -8.3% 22.9% 25.2% 10.3% 11.0% 
White 823               1,400               24.8% 30.5% -5.7% -18.6% 13.3% 14.9% 4.8% 5.3% 
African-American 369               179                  43.3% 59.8% -16.5% -27.6% 30.0% 35.6% 23.3% 27.9% 
Other Race 379               334                  41.6% 43.0% -1.4% -3.4% 26.4% 35.1% 17.1% 21.7% 
Hispanic Origin 443               366                  37.7% 43.3% -5.5% -12.8% 29.9% 37.6% 23.9% 29.3% 
Source: U.S. Census Bureau 
Below Poverty 
Cleveland Cuyahoga County 
Number of Families Percent of Families Percent Percent 
Below Poverty Below Poverty Below Poverty 
Ward 17 
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 Table 32 
Families with Children Below Poverty by Race and Hispanic Ethnicity, 1990 to 2000 
Percentage Percentage 
Point Change in 
2000 1990 2000 1990 Change Percent 2000 1990 2000 1990 
All Races 1,397            1,590               40.9% 44.6% -3.6% -8.2% 32.3% 37.7% 16.2% 18.5% 
White 718               1,155               35.8% 42.3% -6.4% -15.2% 21.3% 25.3% 7.7% 9.4% 
African-American 338               151                  47.0% 61.5% -14.5% -23.6% 39.2% 47.6% 30.7% 28.2% 
Other Race 341               284                  49.5% 48.3% 1.2% 2.5% 30.4% 41.9% 20.9% 26.3% 
Hispanic Origin 401               339                  47.2% 50.9% -3.7% -7.2% 35.4% 44.4% 29.4% 36.3% 
Source: U.S. Census Bureau 
Percent Percent 
Below Poverty Below Poverty Below Poverty Below Poverty 
Number of Families Percent of Families 
Cleveland Cuyahoga County Ward 17 
with Children with Children 
 
 
 Table 33 
Female-Headed Families with Children Below Poverty by Race and Hispanic Ethnicity, 1990 to 2000 
Percentage Percentage 
Point Change in 
2000 1990 2000 1990 Change Percent 2000 1990 2000 1990 
All Races 922               962                  57.2% 71.2% -14.0% -19.6% 48.2% 62.1% 36.4% 49.8% 
White 488               674                  58.7% 70.3% -11.6% -16.5% 44.0% 58.8% 24.7% 35.1% 
African-American 263               131                  51.5% 74.5% -23.0% -30.9% 49.1% 63.0% 42.2% 59.4% 
Other Race 171               157                  63.6% 72.4% -8.8% -12.1% 52.3% 68.1% 45.4% 60.5% 
Hispanic Origin 224               194                  60.9% 78.6% -17.7% -22.6% 57.5% 73.9% 52.2% 69.8% 
Source: U.S. Census Bureau 
Below Poverty Below Poverty Below Poverty Below Poverty 
Cleveland Cuyahoga County 
with Children with Children Percent Percent 
Ward 17 
Number of Female- Percent of Female- 
Headed Families Headed Families 
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 Table 34 
Average Fertility Rates by Maternal Race, 1996 to 2002 
Average Average 
Births Annual Births Annual 
Women Number of per Percentage Women Number of per Percentage 
15-44 Births 1,000 Change 15-44 Births 1,000 Change 
Ward 17 5,132.9                   504.9                98.5                  7.8% 3,255.6          391.4              121.7         9.3% 
Cleveland 109,859.9               9,275.8             84.6                  6.8% 44,773.2        3,971.5          89.4            7.6% 
Cuyahoga County 298,964.1               18,711.1          62.6                  -0.9% 192,553.4      11,640.0        60.4            -0.3% 
Average Average 
Births Annual Births Annual 
Women Number of per Percentage Women Number of per Percentage 
15-44 Births 1,000 Change 15-44 Births 1,000 Change 
Ward 17 892.9                      104.0                115.0                4.9% 984.4              9.5                  9.6              86.7% 
Cleveland 56,614.6                 5,156.4             91.1                  6.9% 8,472.1          147.8              17.3            95.8% 
Cuyahoga County 89,589.3                 6,588.4             73.5                  -1.8% 16,821.4        482.7              28.7            -16.6% 
Sources: Ohio Department of Health, U.S. Census Bureau 
All Races White 
Black Other Race 
Average 1996 to 2002 Average 1996 to 2002 
Average 1996 to 2002 Average 1996 to 2002 
 
 
Table 35
Percent of Births to Unmarried Women, 1996 to 2002
Average
Births to Annual
Unmarried Percent
1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 Total Births Women Percent Change
Ward 17 66.4% 65.6% 67.9% 66.5% 69.8% 69.6% 68.0% 505              342                   67.7% 0.8%
Cleveland 65.0% 66.1% 66.5% 66.3% 66.8% 67.0% 68.7% 9,276           6,197                66.6% 0.7%
Cuyahoga County* 41.7% 42.7% 42.9% 42.1% 42.7% 42.5% 43.3% 18,711         7,956                42.5% 0.3%
Source: Ohio Department of Health
Average, 1996 to 2002
Percent of Births to Unmarried Women
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 Table 36 
Births to Teen Females Ages 15 to 17, 1996 to 2002 
Average 
Annual 
Number of Teen Females Births per Percent 
1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 Births Ages 15 to 17 1,000 Change 
Ward 17 39                40                   43                  32                   32                    36                  73                42                  466                     91.0 7.6% 
Cleveland 739              718                 640                575                 569                  564                944              678                9,600                  70.7 1.0% 
Cuyahoga County 1,013           995                 939                848                 799                  773                664              862                27,519                31.4 -7.4% 
Sources: Ohio Department of Health, U.S. Census Bureau 
Average 1996 to 2002 
Number of Births to Teens Ages 15 to 17 
 
 
 Table 37 
Percentage of Women Who Smoked During Pregnancy, 1996 to 2002 
Average 
Percent Annual 
Births to Total to Percentage 
Smoker Births* Smoker Change 
Ward 17 149.8                      504.1                29.6% 0.6% 
Cleveland 1,741.1                   9,243.4             18.8% -1.6% 
Cuyahoga County 2,453.1                   18,657.0          13.1% -1.7% 
* Excludes births where mother did not report tobacco use, thus may 
   differ slightly from total birth numbers reported elsewhere. 
Source: Ohio Department of Health 
Average 1996 to 2002 
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 Table 38 
Percentage of Women Who Used Alcohol During Pregnancy, 1996 to 2002 
Average 
Percent Annual 
Births to Total to Percentage 
Drinker Births* Drinker Change 
Ward 17 8.5                          504.0                1.6% -7.3% 
Cleveland 145.7                      9,238.7             1.6% -13.2% 
Cuyahoga County 199.4                      18,649.9          1.1% -10.4% 
* Excludes births where mother did not report alcohol use, thus may 
   differ slightly from total birth numbers reported elsewhere. 
Source: Ohio Department of Health 
Average 1996 to 2002 
 
 
Table 39
Percentage of Births with Late or No Prenatal Care, 1996 to 2002
Average
Births Percent Annual
with No PNC Total with No PNC Percentage
or Late PNC Births* or Late PNC Change
Ward 17 37.5                     500.7             7.3% 0.0%
Cleveland 666.6                   9,050.5          7.4% -6.9%
Cuyahoga County 852.4                   18,376.3        4.6% -7.8%
* Excludes births where mother did not report prenatal care, thus
   may differ slightly from total birth numbers reported elsewhere.
Source: Ohio Department of Health
Average 1996 to 2002
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Table 40
Percentage of Births with Inadequate Prenatal Care, 1996 to 2002
Percent Average
Births with with Annual
Inadequate Total Inadequate Percentage
PNC Births* PNC Change
Ward 17 165.4                   495.8             33.4% -3.7%
Cleveland 2,299.3                8,787.5          26.4% -6.1%
Cuyahoga County 2,973.1                17,932.6        16.5% -7.7%
* Excludes births where mother did not report prenatal care, thus
   may differ slightly from total birth numbers reported elsewhere.
Source: Ohio Department of Health
Average 1996 to 2002
 
 
Table 41
Premature Births, 1996 to 2002
Average
Annual
Premature Total Percent Percentage
Births Births* Premature Change
Ward 17 71.4                     504.3             14.4% 3.3%
Cleveland 1,430.9                9,269.2          15.4% 1.5%
Cuyahoga County 2,377.6                18,701.7        12.7% 1.4%
* Excludes births where weeks of gestation are not reported, thus
   may differ slightly from total birth numbers reported elsewhere.
Source: Ohio Department of Health
Average 1996 to 2002
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Table 42
Low-Weight Births, 1996 to 2002
Average
Annual
Low-Weight Total Percent Percentage
Births Births* Low-Weight Change
Ward 17 48.8                     504.2             9.6% 3.0%
Cleveland 1,083.8                9,258.4          11.6% 0.7%
Cuyahoga County 1,724.3                18,686.1        9.2% 1.0%
* Excludes births where birth weight not reported, thus
   may differ slightly from total birth numbers reported elsewhere.
Source: Ohio Department of Health
Average 1996 to 2002
 
 
Table 43
Infant Deaths, 1997 and 1999 to 2002
Average
Deaths Annual
Infant Live per 1,000 Percentage
Deaths Births Births Change
Ward 17 5.9                       525.9             12.6               -24.5%
Cleveland 109.0                   9,525.7          12.0               -10.0%
Cuyahoga County 179.6                   18,454.2        9.7                 -1.5%
Source: Ohio Department of Health
Average 1997, 1999 to 2002
 
 
 Table 44 
Percentage of Elevated Blood-Lead Levels (EBLL) among Tested Children, 1997 to 2000 
Average No. Estimated No. 
of Children of Children  
Total Total Percent Under 6 Under 6 with 
EBLLs Tests EBLLs 1997-2000 EBLLs 
Ward 17 782               2,942               26.6% 2,507               667                   
Cleveland 13,866         51,684             26.8% 47,284             12,685              
Cuyahoga County 16,169         74,865             21.6% 131,170          28,333              
Source: Cuyahoga County Board of Health  
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 Table 45A 
Persons with Disabilities Ages Five and Over, 2000 
Civilian Non- 
Institutionalized 
Population 
5 and Over  Number Percent 
Ward 17 20,452                    6,305                30.8% 
Cleveland 432,779                  113,391           26.2% 
Cuyahoga County 1,285,621               254,830           19.8% 
Source: U.S. Census Bureau 
Persons with Disabilities 
 
 
 Table 45B 
Disabilities Tallied Ages Five and Over, 2000 
Civilian Non- 
Institutionalized 
Population Rate per Rate per Rate per 
5 and Over  Number 1,000 Number 1,000 Number 1,000 
Ward 17 20,452                    6,539                319.7                1,117                  54.6                2,538              124.1         
Cleveland 432,779                  115,544            267.0                18,291                42.3                50,016            115.6         
Cuyahoga County 1,285,621               263,171            204.7                45,985                35.8                113,308         88.1            
Civilian Non- 
Institutionalized 
Population Rate per Rate per 
5 and Over  Number 1,000 Number 1,000 
Ward 17 20,452                    2,025                99.0                  859                     42.0                
Cleveland 432,779                  30,336              70.1                  16,901                39.1                
Cuyahoga County 1,285,621               65,326              50.8                  38,552                30.0                
Source: U.S. Census Bureau 
Mental Disabilities Self-Care Disabilities 
Total Disabilities Tallied Sensory Disabilities Physical Disabilities 
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 Table 46A 
Disabilities Tallied by Type Youths Ages Five to 15, 2000 
Total  
Population  
Ages 5 to  
15 Number 
Rate per  
1,000  
Population Number 
Rate per  
1,000  
Population Number 
Rate per  
1,000  
Population 
Ward 17 4,719              815 172.6 122 25.8 108 22.9 
Cleveland 84,724            9,651 113.9 1,328 15.7 1,579 18.6 
Cuyahoga County 219,323         18,308 83.5 2,189 10.0 2,615 11.9 
Number 
Rate per  
1,000  
Population Number 
Rate per  
1,000  
Population 
Ward 17 510 108.0 75 15.9 
Cleveland 5,546 65.5 1,198 14.1 
Cuyahoga County 11,363 51.8 2,141 9.8 
Source: U.S. Census Bureau 
Total Disabilities Tallied Sensory Disabilities Physical Disabilities 
Mental Disabilities Self-Care Disabilities 
 
 
 Table 46B 
Youths Ages Five to 15 with One or More Disabilities and Rate per 1,000, 2000 
Total  
Population  
Ages 5 to  
15 Number 
Rate per  
1,000  
Population 
Ward 17 4,719              609 129.1 
Cleveland 84,724            7,337 86.6 
Cuyahoga County 219,309         14,245 65.0 
Source: U.S. Census Bureau 
With One or More  
Disabilites 
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 Table 47 
Total Disabilities by Type Ages 65 and Over, 2000 
Total Civilian  
Population 65  
and over Number 
Rate per  
1,000  
Population Number 
Rate per  
1,000  
Population Number 
Rate per  
1,000  
Population Number 
Rate per  
1,000  
Population 
Ward 17 2,018                             2,309           1,144.3                562  278.5               291  144.2            729  361.4 
Cleveland 57,097                         59,993           1,050.7           16,386  287.0            7,467  130.8       20,493  358.9 
Cuyahoga County 205,982                     169,924              824.9           46,015  223.4          20,323  98.7       57,655  279.9 
Number 
Rate per  
1,000  
Population Number 
Rate per  
1,000  
Population 
Ward 17                 319  158.3               407  201.8 
Cleveland              7,472  130.9            8,175  143.2 
Cuyahoga County            20,451  99.3          25,480  123.7 
Source: U.S. Census Bureau 
Physical Disabilities Total Disabilities Tallied 
Self-Care Disabilities Sensory Disabilities 
Go-Outside-Home  Mental Disabilities 
 
 
 Table 48 
Persons with Disabilities by Employment Status Ages 16 to 64, 2000 
Without a 
Population Disability 
with a Disability and Employed 
Ages 16 to 64 Number Percent Percent 
Ward 17 4,620                      2,092                45.3% 61.0% 
Cleveland 76,602                    35,079              45.8% 65.2% 
Cuyahoga County 154,383                  84,172              54.5% 74.3% 
Source: U.S. Census Bureau 
With a Disability 
and Employed 
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 Table 49 
Persons with Disabilities by Poverty Status Ages Five and Older, 2000 
Without a 
Disability 
Population and Below 
with a Disability Poverty Level 
Ages 5 and Over Number Percent Percent 
Ward 17 6,328                      2,254                35.6% 32.2% 
Cleveland 112,953                  32,544              28.8% 23.6% 
Cuyahoga County 253,963                  47,019              18.5% 11.0% 
Source: U.S. Census Bureau 
With a Disability 
and Below 
Poverty Level 
 
 
 Table 50 
Disability by Poverty Status Ages 65 and Over, 2000 
Population  
with  Disability 
Without  
Disability &  
Below  
Poverty  
Level 
Number Percent Percent 
Ward 17 1,103 152 13.8% 12.9% 
Cleveland 29,452 5,792 19.7% 13.8% 
Cuyahoga County 86,207 10,644 12.3% 7.0% 
Source: U.S. Census Bureau 
With Disability and Below  
Poverty Level 
 
 
 Table 51 
Deaths from All Causes Age-Adjusted Rates, 1997 and 1999 to 2002 
Average Age-Adjusted Average 
Annual Deaths Rate Annual 
from per 100,000 Percentage 
All Causes Population Change 
Ward 17 234.6                      1,246.9             -0.7% 
Cleveland 5,386.2                   1,143.3             -10.2% 
Cuyahoga County 15,190.2                 932.8                0.3% 
Sources: Ohio Department of Health, U.S. Census Bureau  
A-32 
 Table 52 
Heart Disease Deaths, Age-Adjusted Rates, 1997 and 1999 to 2002 
Average Age-Adjusted Average 
Annual Deaths Rate Annual 
from Heart per 100,000 Percentage 
Disease Population Change 
Ward 17 83.9                        457.0                -0.1% 
Cleveland 1,849.1                   395.5                -11.2% 
Cuyahoga County 5,308.0                   320.9                0.1% 
Sources: Ohio Department of Health, U.S. Census Bureau  
 
 Table 53 
Coronary Heart Disease Deaths, Age-Adjusted Rates, 1997 and 1999 to 2002 
Average 
Annual Deaths Age-Adjusted Average 
from Rate Annual 
Coronary Heart per 100,000 Percentage 
Disease Population Change 
Ward 17 63.8                        348.0                1.7% 
Cleveland 1,450.2                   309.6                -10.0% 
Cuyahoga County 4,120.2                   249.2                1.2% 
Sources: Ohio Department of Health, U.S. Census Bureau  
 
 Table 54 
Cancer Deaths, Age-Adjusted Rates, 1997 and 1999 to 2002 
Average Age-Adjusted Average 
Annual Deaths Rate Annual 
from per 100,000 Percentage 
Cancer Population Change 
Ward 17 47.1                        252.7                -3.5% 
Cleveland 1,209.1                   260.3                -11.2% 
Cuyahoga County 3,567.8                   220.5                -1.0% 
Sources: Ohio Department of Health, U.S. Census Bureau  
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 Table 55 
Lung Cancer Deaths, Age-Adjusted Rates, 1997 and 1999 to 2002 
Average Age-Adjusted Average 
Annual Deaths Rate Annual 
from per 100,000 Percentage 
Lung Cancer Population Change 
Ward 17 15.2                        81.9                  -5.8% 
Cleveland 369.0                      80.1                  -11.2% 
Cuyahoga County 960.6                      59.5                  -1.2% 
Sources: Ohio Department of Health, U.S. Census Bureau  
 
 Table 56 
Stroke Deaths, Age-Adjusted Rates, 1997 and 1999 to 2002 
Average Age-Adjusted Average 
Annual Deaths Rate Annual 
from per 100,000 Percentage 
Stroke Population Change 
Ward 17 11.6                        63.9                  -4.8% 
Cleveland 299.2                      64.6                  -14.3% 
Cuyahoga County 934.2                      55.9                  -3.8% 
Sources: Ohio Department of Health, U.S. Census Bureau  
 
 Table 57 
COPD Deaths, Age-Adjusted Rates, 1997 and 1999 to 2002 
Average Age-Adjusted Average 
Annual Deaths Rate Annual 
from per 100,000 Percentage 
COPD Population Change 
Ward 17 9.4                          52.4                  11.8% 
Cleveland 202.3                      42.1                  -12.5% 
Cuyahoga County 585.0                      34.9                  -1.4% 
Sources: Ohio Department of Health, U.S. Census Bureau  
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 Table 58 
Accidental Deaths by Age, 1997 and 1999 to 2002 
Average Average Average 
Annual Rate Annual Rate Annual Rate 
Accidental per 100,000 Accidental per 100,000 Accidental per 100,000 
Deaths Population Deaths Population Deaths Population 
Ward 17 9.5                          42.3                  0.6                    9.8                      0.8                  24.8                
Cleveland 163.4                      34.1                  10.4                  8.9                      16.2                25.0                
Cuyahoga County 370.8                      26.6                  18.8                  6.4                      35.0                20.9                
Average Average 
Annual Rate Annual Rate 
Accidental per 100,000 Accidental per 100,000 
Deaths Population Deaths Population 
Ward 17 6.3                          57.9                  2.0                    90.9                    
Cleveland 108.1                      45.6                  35.9                  59.6                    
Cuyahoga County 197.6                      27.5                  120.5                55.5                    
Sources: Ohio Department of Health, U.S. Census Bureau 
All Ages Ages 0 to 14 Ages 15 to 24 
Ages 25 to 64 Ages 65 and Over 
 
 
Table 59A
Years of Potential Life Lost (YPLL), 1997 and 1999 to 2002
Average
Average Rate per Annual
Annual 1,000 Percentage
YPLL Population Change
Ward 17 3,001                   133.3             -4.1%
Cleveland 54,439                 113.6             -1.1%
Cuyahoga County 106,994               76.7               -1.0%
Sources: Ohio Department of Health, U.S. Census Bureau  
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 Table 59B 
Years of Potential Life Lost (YPLL) by Cause of Death, 1997 and 1999 to 2002 
Cuyahoga Cuyahoga 
Cause of Death Ward 17 Cleveland  County Ward 17 Cleveland  County 
Infant Death 19.6                        17.1                  9.7                    14.2% 15.0% 12.6% 
Suicide 7.4                          4.0                    3.0                    5.6% 3.5% 4.0% 
Accidents 13.9                        10.4                  6.8                    10.6% 9.2% 8.8% 
Heart Disease 28.7                        24.0                  16.0                  21.8% 21.1% 20.9% 
All Cancer 19.9                        20.1                  17.3                  14.9% 17.7% 22.6% 
Stroke 2.7                          3.3                    2.2                    2.0% 2.9% 2.9% 
COPD 2.8                          2.3                    1.4                    2.1% 2.1% 1.9% 
Other 38.4                        32.5                  20.3                  28.9% 28.6% 26.5% 
Coronary Heart Disease* 20.5                        18.5                  12.3                  15.6% 16.3% 16.1% 
Lung Cancer* 5.6                          6.0                    4.6                    4.2% 5.3% 6.0% 
* Coronary heart disease is a subset of heart disease, and lung cancer is a subset of cancer. 
Sources: Ohio Department of Health, U.S. Census Bureau 
Average Rate per 1,000 Population Average Percent of Total YPLL 
 
 
 Table 60 
Domestic Violence Assaults and Rate per 100,000 Population, 1999 to 2003 
Year 
Number of  
Domestic  
Violence  
Assaults 
Rate per  
100,000  
Population  
Number of  
Domestic  
Violence  
Assaults 
Rate per  
100,000  
Population  
1999 413 1,830.1            6,811              1,441.0 
2000 439 1,952.8            7,202              1,534.5 
2001 437 1,950.8            7,544              1,609.3 
2002 435 1,948.8            6,836              1,462.5 
2003 433 1,946.8            6,430              1,391.6 
Average 
1999 to 2003 431.4 1,925.9            6,964.6          1,487.8            
Average Annual 
Percent Change 1.2% -1.1% 
Sources: Cleveland Police Department and U.S. Census Bureau, compiled by 
   Center on Urban Poverty and Social Change, Case Western 
Reserve University 
Ward 17 Cleveland 
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 Table 61 
Child Maltreatment Cases and Rates per 1,000 Children Ages Zero to 17, 1992 to 2003 
Percent Change in Rates 
Average Average Average 
Rate per Rate per Rate per 
Total 1,000 Total 1,000 Total 1,000 1992-95 to 1996-99 to 
Cases Ages 0-17 Cases Ages 0-17 Cases Ages 0-17 1996-99 2000-03 
Ward 17 1,723            59.8 1493 51.7 1160 40.1 29.1% 15.7% 
Cleveland 23,335 42.7 23,455 43.0 20,472 37.6 14.5% -0.8% 
Cuyahoga County 33,736 24.1 34,880 25.6 29,622 21.7 18.0% -5.8% 
Sources: Cuyahoga County Department of Children and Family Services and U.S. Census Bureau, compiled by 
   Center on Urban Poverty and Social Change, Case Western Reserve 
University 
2000 to 2003 1996 to 1999 1992 to 1995 
 
 
 Table 62 
Juvenile Delinquency Cases and Rates per 1,000 Children Ages 10 to 17 
Average 
Annual 
Percent 
2000 2001 2002 2003 2000 2001 2002 2003 Change 
Ward 17 394               345                  362                 303                  131.9 114.8 119.7 99.6 -7.9% 
Cleveland 6,223            5,822               6,455              6,013               110.9 103.3 114.0 105.6 -0.5% 
Cuyahoga County 11,111         9,884               11,766            11,291             71.4 63.0 74.4 70.8 1.4% 
Sources: Cuyahoga County Juvenile Court and U.S. Census Bureau, compiled by 
   Center on Urban Poverty and Social Change, Case Western Reserve 
University 
Total Number of Cases Rate per 1,000 Ages 10-17 
 
 
 Table 63 
2000 1990 2000 1990 
Ward 17 49.5% 51.0% 17.1% 21.3% 
Cleveland 44.2% 41.0% 17.4% 16.8% 
Cuyahoga County 40.4% 39.2% 23.3% 23.5% 
Source: U.S. Census Bureau 
Population Migration, 1990 to 2000  
in Different House 
Five Years Earlier 
Out of County 
Five Years Earlier 
Percent Living Percent Living 
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Table 64 
Housing Tenure, 1990 to 2000
Percent Percent
Occupied Owner Renter Owner Renter
Units Occupied Occupied Occupied Occupied
Ward 17 8,372           3,178              5,194           38.0% 62.0%
Cleveland 190,638       92,535            98,103         48.5% 51.5%
Cuyahoga County 571,457       360,980          210,477       63.2% 36.8%
Percent Percent
Occupied Owner Renter Owner Renter Owner Renter
Units Occupied Occupied Occupied Occupied Occupied Occupied
Ward 17 8,695           3,364              5,331           38.7% 61.3% -5.5% -2.6%
Cleveland 199,787       95,765            104,022       47.9% 52.1% -3.4% -5.7%
Cuyahoga County 563,243       349,057          214,186       62.0% 38.0% 3.4% -1.7%
Source: U.S. Census Bureau
2000
1990 Percent Change
1990 to 2000
 
 
 Table 65 
Housing Tenure of Persons Ages 55 and Over, 2000 
All Ages 55 and Over All Ages 55 and Over All Ages 55 and Over Owner Renter Owner Renter 
Ward 17 8,381                2,312                3,128              1,268             5,253               1,043              40.5% 19.9% 54.9% 45.1% 
Cleveland 190,633            65,749              92,498            42,246          98,135             23,503            45.7% 23.9% 64.3% 35.7% 
Cuyahoga County 571,457            221,012            360,988         164,356        210,469           56,656            45.5% 26.9% 74.4% 25.6% 
Source: U.S. Census Bureau 
Distribution of 55 and  
Over Households 
Percent of Households  
that Are 55 and Over by  
Tenure Total Households Owner Households Renter Households 
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 Table 66A 
Distribution of Household Size Owner-Occupied Housing, 2000 
1 Person 2-4 Persons 5+ Persons 1 Person 2-4 Persons 5+ Persons 
Ward 17 871                 1,805                 502                 27.4% 56.8% 15.8% 
Cleveland 26,603           55,219               10,713            28.7% 59.7% 11.6% 
Cuyahoga County 89,606           234,813             36,561            24.8% 65.0% 10.1% 
Source: U.S. Census Bureau 
Number Percent 
 
 
 Table 66B 
Distribution of Household Size Renter-Occupied Housing, 2000 
1 Person 2-4 Persons 5+ Persons 1 Person 2-4 Persons 5+ Persons 
Ward 17 1,897              2,585                 712                 36.5% 49.8% 13.7% 
Cleveland 40,574           47,550               9,979              41.4% 48.5% 10.2% 
Cuyahoga County 97,789           98,055               14,633            46.5% 46.6% 7.0% 
Source: U.S. Census Bureau 
Number Percent 
 
 
Table 67
Population in Group Quarters, 1990 to 2000
2000 1990 2000 1990
Ward 17 455              253                 2.0% 1.0%
Cleveland 13,434         9,864              2.8% 2.0%
Cuyahoga County 30,178         24,081            2.2% 1.7%
Source: U.S. Census Bureau
Number Percent
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Table 68
Total Housing Units, 1990 to 2000
Percent
2000 1990 Change
Ward 17 9,561           9,853              -3.0%
Cleveland 215,856       224,311          -3.8%
Cuyahoga County 616,903       604,538          2.0%
Source: U.S. Census Bureau
Number
 
 
 Table 69A 
Nursing Home Beds and Bed Rate, 2003 
Percentage Age 75  Beds 
Distribution and Over per 1,000 
Area Beds by Area Population 75 and Over 
Ward 17* 248 2.0 1,033 240 
Cleveland 3,413 27.3 28,319 121 
Cuyahoga County 12,516 100.0 109,122 115 
*St. Augustine Manor 
Source: Nursing Home Directory, Ohio Department of Health  
 
Table 69B
Residential Care Home Beds and Bed Rate, 2003
Percentage Age 75 Beds
Distribution and Over per 1,000
Area Beds By Area Population 75 and Over
Ward 17* 110 2.2 1,033 106
Cleveland 413 8.4 28,319 15
Cuyahoga County 4,938 100.0 109,122 45
*St. Augustine Towers
Source: Residential Care Home Directory, Ohio Dept. of Health  
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Table 70
Vacant Housing Units, 1990 to 2000
Percent
2000 1990 2000 1990 Change
Ward 17 1,189           1,158              12.4% 11.8% 2.7%
Cleveland 25,218         24,524            11.7% 10.9% 2.8%
Cuyahoga County 45,446         41,295            7.4% 6.8% 10.1%
Source: U.S. Census Bureau
Number Percent
 
 
Table 71
Types of Structures, 2000
Single Unit Duplex Multiple (3+) Mobile/Other Single Unit Duplex Multiple (3+) Mobile/Other
Ward 17 4,251           2,824              2,511           1                  44.3% 29.5% 26.2% 0.0%
Cleveland 113,958       42,351            108,001       2,019           52.8% 19.6% 27.1% 0.5%
Cuyahoga County 392,564       59,729            269,342       5,288           63.6% 9.7% 26.2% 0.5%
Source: U.S. Census Bureau
Number of Units by Type of Structure Percent
 
 
Table 72A
Median Year Housing Units Built, 1990 and 2000
2000 1990
Ward 17 1933 1939
Cleveland 1940 1939
Cuyahoga County 1954 1952
Source: U.S. Census Bureau  
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Table 72B
Housing Structures Built Over Time
Cuyahoga
Decade Cleveland County
Built Number Percent Percent Percent
Before 1900 1,000            11.6% 7.5% 3.1%
1900-1909 3,221            37.4% 15.9% 6.5%
1910-1919 2,511            29.1% 22.2% 10.4%
1920-1929 1,399            16.2% 26.5% 16.6%
1930-1939 46                 0.5% 3.4% 3.6%
1940-1949 11                 0.1% 6.6% 8.7%
1950-1959 22                 0.3% 7.4% 18.8%
1960-1969 151               1.8% 5.2% 15.1%
1970-1979 151               1.8% 3.0% 7.8%
1980-1989 43                 0.5% 1.0% 4.4%
1990-1999 64                 0.7% 1.3% 4.2%
Total 8,619            100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Source: Cuyahoga County Auditor
Ward 17
 
 
Table 73
Housing Condition, 2002
Excellent to Fair to Poor/ Excellent to Fair to Poor/
Total Units Good Average Unsound Good Average Unsound
Ward 17 8,660            466             3,379            4,815                5.4% 39.0% 55.6%
Cleveland 126,721        6,233          67,277          53,211              4.9% 53.1% 42.0%
Cuyahoga County 428,516        94,197        266,460        67,859              22.0% 62.2% 15.8%
Source: Cuyahoga County Auditor
Number Percent
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 Table 74 
Median Value of Owner-Occupied Housing, 1990 to 2000 
Percent 
2000 1990* Change 
Ward 17 58,589 $         35,553 $            64.8% 
Cleveland 72,100 $         52,614 $            37.0% 
Cuyahoga County 113,800 $      92,726 $            22.7% 
*1990 dollars inflation adjusted to 2000 dollars using BLS CPI-U. 
Sources: U.S. Census Bureau, U.S. Bureau of Labor Statistics  
 
 Table 75 
Owner Housing Afordability Index, 1990 and 2000 
Housing Median 
Affordability Family Median Monthly* Qualifying 
Index Income Value Payment Income 
Ward 17 157.0 24,172 $         58,589 $           321 $          15,394 $         
Cleveland 159.9 30,286 $         72,100 $           395 $          18,943 $         
Cuyahoga County 165.8 49,559 $         113,800 $         623 $          29,900 $         
Median 
Housing Family Median Percent 
Affordability Income Value Monthly** Qualifying Change in 
Index (constant) (constant) Payment Income Index 
Ward 17 187.2 17,509 $         27,300 $           195 $          9,355 $           -16.1% 
Cleveland 162.2 29,235 $         52,614 $           376 $          18,030 $         -1.4% 
Cuyahoga County 146.5 46,557 $         92,726 $           662 $          31,775 $         13.1% 
* Assumes a 7.28 percent interest rate and 20 percent downpayment on a conventional 30-year fixed-rate mortgage for a pre-occupied single family home. 
** Assumes a 10.20 percent interest rate and 20 percent downpayment on a conventional 30-year fixed-rate mortgage for a pre-occupied single family home. 
Notes: 
1990 MFI and MV #s were inflated to 2000 by *1.30232558 
Sources: U.S. Census, National Association of Realtors, Federal Housing Finance Board, U.S. Bureau of Labor Statistics 
2000 
1990 
To calculate the monthly payment for 1999, the Cleveland metro area average conventional single-family  
effective mortgage rate of 7.28% was used; for 1989 the average rate of 10.20% was used (data from the  
Federal Housing Finance Board's Monthly Interest  
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Table 76
Single-Family Residential Sales Price Appreciation, 1990 to 2001
Percent
2001 1990 Change
Ward 17 $47,065 $27,967 68.3%
Cleveland $68,281 $57,697 18.3%
Cuyahoga County $130,039 $121,192 7.3%
1990 values are inflation-adjusted to 2000 dollars.
Source: Cuyahoga County Auditor
Average Price
 
 
Table 77
Mortgage Status of Homeowners, 1990 to 2000
Percent
2000 1990 2000 1990 Change
Ward 17 1,513           1,328              66.1% 51.9% 13.9%
Cleveland 51,203         43,454            68.0% 57.9% 17.8%
Cuyahoga County 216,798       186,548          67.8% 61.5% 16.2%
Source: U.S. Census Bureau
Number with Mortgage Percent with Mortgage
 
 
Table 78
High-Risk Mortgages, 1990 to 2001
 Total High-Risk Percent  Total High-Risk Percent
Loans Loans High-Risk Loans Loans High-Risk
Ward 17 263 119 45.2% 385 158 41.0%
Cleveland 10,698 5,455 51.0% 12,837 5,401 42.1%
Cuyahoga County 50,950 13,041 25.6% 55,978 13,566 24.2%
 Total High-Risk Percent
Loans Loans High-Risk
Ward 17 452 173 38.3%
Cleveland 13,287 5,967 44.9%
Cuyahoga County 58,228 16,565 28.4%
Source: Cuyahoga County Auditor
1990 to 1993 Average 1994 to 1997 Average
1998 to 2001 Average
 
A-44 
Table 79
Sheriff Sales of Single Family Homes, 1990 to 2001
 Total Sheriff Percent  Total Sheriff Percent
Sales Sales Sheriff Sales Sales Sales Sheriff Sales
Ward 17 528               57               10.8% 631                   47             7.4%
Cleveland 16,658          2,100          12.6% 18,664              1,723        9.2%
Cuyahoga County 61,902          3,659          5.9% 65,885              3,092        4.7%
 Total Sheriff Percent
Sales Sales Sheriff Sales
Ward 17 721               75               10.4%
Cleveland 21,734          2,575          11.8%
Cuyahoga County 74,374          4,591          6.2%
Source: Cuyahoga County Auditor
1998 to 2001 Average
1990 to 1993 Average 1994 to 1997 Average
 
 
 Table 80 
Median Gross Rent, 1990 to 2000 
Percent 
2000 1990* Change 
Ward 17 456 $              413 $                 10.5% 
Cleveland 465 $              419 $                 10.9% 
Cuyahoga County 541 $              517 $                 4.6% 
*1990 dollars inflation adjusted to 2000 dollars using BLS CPI-U. 
Sources: U.S. Census Bureau, U.S. Bureau of Labor Statistics  
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APPENDIX B 
Indicator Definitions 
 
 
1. Demographic Profile: Population by Age, Race, and Hispanic Ethnicity, 1990 to 2000 
 
This indicator is a summary view of the relative distributions of the population by age, race, and Hispanic 
ethnicity, noting changes from 1990 to 2000.  We also compare the profile of the ward with the city of 
Cleveland as a whole and with Cuyahoga County. Race categories include single-race responses for White, 
Black or African American, American Indian, Asian-Pacific Islander, and Other Race.  The 2000 Census 
counted native Hawaiians and other Pacific Islanders separately from Asians; we have combined them here 
for comparability to the 1990 data.  The 2000 census also allowed respondents to report being of two or 
more races.  The 1990 and earlier censuses did not provide for multiple race responses.  Thus for 
comparisons with 1990, we combine multi-race responses with the Other Race category.  
 
The Hispanic population was enumerated starting with the 1980 census. Latino or Hispanic ethnicity was 
not considered a racial category in the census. Census respondents were asked to indicate their race and, 
separately, whether they are Latino or Hispanic. Thus Hispanic people may be any race, but most often 
classify themselves as White or Other Race. 
 
2. Youth Demographic Profile, Population Projections, and Family Mobility, 1990 to 2000 
 
The demographic profile is based on 2000 census data. It is a summary of the relative distributions of the 
youth population by age group, gender, race, and Hispanic ethnicity. Age cohorts are under five, five to 
nine, 10 to 14, and 15 to 17. This indicator focuses on school-age youths five to 17.  
 
Race categories include “White”, “Black” or “African American”, and “Other Race”. Hispanic ethnicity 
was not considered a racial category in the census; Hispanic people may be any race, but most often 
classify themselves as White or Other Race. 
 
3. Number of Older Persons, 1990 to 2000 
 
This indicator presents the number and percentage of the total population who are 65 and over. U.S. Census 
Bureau data reflect gender and the change in the number of older persons in each age group from 1990 to 
2000. 
 
4. The Very Old – Ages 85 and Over, 1990 to 2000 
 
This indicator presents the number and percentage of the population 85 and over in 1990 and 2000. We also 
present the relative change in the number of very old persons from 1990 to 2000. 
 
5. Racial Categories of Older Persons, 2000 
 
This indicator covers persons 55 and over for three racial categories: “White”, “Black” or “African 
American”, and Other/Multiple Races. The Other Race category includes American Indian, Asian, Native 
Hawaiian and Other/Pacific Islander. The 2000 census allowed respondents to report being of two or more 
races, referred to here as Multiple Race. “Non-White” in the text refers to African Americans and 
Other/Multiple Races. Data in Table 5 were grouped into five age groups: 55 to 64, 65 to 74, 75 to 84, 85 
and over, and 55 and over.  The data are from the 2000 census. 
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6. Marital Status of Older Persons, 2000 
 
This census question captured the respondent’s marital status at the time of enumeration. Data were 
grouped into three categories: “married”, “widowed”, and “other”. The other marital status category 
consists of divorced, never married, married but separated, and married but spouse absent not due to 
separation (for example, institutionalized, or working at a job away from home). Data were further grouped 
into age groups 55 to 64, 65 to 74, and 75 and over. In the 1990 census, marital status data for persons 65 
and over were only available from Public Use Microdata Area samples, which represented a random 
sample of 5 percent of the population. Since these data were only valid for large geographic areas, 
comparisons to 1990 are not included in this report.  
 
7. Families with Children, 1990 to 2000 
 
This indicator, from the 1990 and 2000 censuses, measures the number of families with related children 
under age 18 living in the home as a percent of all families. According to the U.S. Census Bureau, “ 
‘related children’ in a family include own children and all other people under 18 years of age in the 
household who are related to the householder, except the spouse of the householder. Foster children are not 
included since they are not related to the householder.”1 A family includes a householder and one or more 
other people living in the same household who are related to the householder by birth, marriage, or 
adoption. All people in a household who are related to the householder are regarded as members of his or 
her family.2 
 
8. Types of Families with Children, 1990 to 2000 
 
This indicator looks at families with related children in three categories – “married couples”, “emale heads 
of household with no husband present”, and “male heads of household with no wife present”. Female-
headed families are emphasized due to their large numbers and proportions and the problems they face. The 
data are from the 1990 and 2000 censuses. 
 
9. Persons Caring for Grandchildren as a Percent of Persons Age 45 and Over, 2000 
 
This indicator attempts to capture the proportion of persons 45 and over who are the primary caregivers for 
their grandchildren. Unfortunately, the census data released at this time does not provide the ages of the 
grandparents, other than that they are age 30 and older. Therefore, for this indicator the numerator measures 
persons 30 years and older (householder or spouse) who are responsible for their own grandchildren under 
18 years. The denominator is the population 45 and older. A U.S. Census Bureau report calculated that 
approximately 85 percent of grandparents caring for grandchildren are 45 and older. This census question 
was first mandated by Congress as part of welfare reform in 1996, so trend data from 1990 are not 
available. 
 
10. Children in Out-of-Home Care, 2000 
 
The data for this indicator come from the 2000 census; we refer to all children under 18 in foster care as 
reported by the census, not just youths ages six to 17.  Foster children are defined by the census as children 
under 18, not related to the householder, who have been placed by the local government in the home to 
receive parental care.  This definition differs from actual practice in that almost half of children placed in 
foster care by Cuyahoga County are placed with relatives. The census counted children placed with 
relatives as related to the householder, thus undercounting the true number of foster children.  In addition, 
an unknown number of foster children counted by the census in a given county may have been placed there 
                                                     
1 U.S. Census Bureau, 2000 Census of Population and Housing, Summary File 1: Technical Documentation, 2001, page 
B-10 
 
2 U.S. Census Bureau, 2000 Census of Population and Housing, Summary File 1: Technical Documentation, 2001, page 
B-11 
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by other counties, thus they do not represent the number of foster children placed by the county of 
residence.  The reader should keep these differences in mind when comparing the counts presented here 
with statistics from county children’s services departments. 
 
Children and youths in group care (called “group quarters” by the Census Bureau) are defined as being 
“institutionalized” or “non-institutionalized.”  Institutionalized persons are generally those who are 
restricted to the institutional buildings or grounds.  Institutional settings include correctional facilities, 
hospitals, nursing homes, and “juvenile institutions” such as residential treatment centers for the severely 
emotionally disabled, detention centers, and schools for delinquents.  Non-institutionalized youth in group 
care include those living in group homes for the mentally or physically handicapped, those in homeless or 
runaway shelters, and those in school dormitories.  In all cases, the census counted group-care residents at 
the location of their group facility and not that of their original home.  
 
It is also important to note that these data from the census are “point-in-time” counts taken as of April 1, 
2000, for households and on March 27-29, 2000, for some group quarters, such as emergency shelters.  
These counts will necessarily be lower than some official statistics from governmental or private agencies 
that count all children placed in foster care or group care throughout the calendar year (sometimes called a 
“cohort” count). 
 
11. Older Persons Living Alone, 1990 to 2000 
 
From U.S. Census Bureau data, we identify older persons living alone as one-person households in which 
the householder is age 65 or over. The counts do not include persons in group quarters such as nursing 
homes. A caregiver may be available for persons living alone, but this information is not available from the 
census data. Data from 1990 and 2000 were analyzed by gender. 
 
12. Persons 65 Years and Over Who Are Linguistically Isolated, 1990 to 2000   
      
Census respondents who reported that they spoke a language other than English were asked to indicate their 
ability to speak English in one of the following categories: “very well,” “well,” “not well,” or “not at all.” 
Those who responded that they speak English less than “very well” were classified as linguistically 
isolated. Data from other surveys suggested a major difference between the “very well” category and the 
remaining categories. 
 
13. Mothers in the Labor Force with Children Under Age Six, 1990 to 2000 
 
This indicator measures the number of females who are in the labor force ages 16 and older with children 
under age six as a percentage of all females age 16 and older with children under age six. Thus it is the 
percent of mothers of young children who are working or seeking employment.  The data are from the 1990 
and 2000 censuses. 
 
14. Number of Regulated Childcare Spaces, 2004 
 
Ohio law defines child day care, or childcare, as administering to the needs of children by persons other 
than their parents or guardians on a less-than-twenty-four-hour basis. Regulated childcare sites are licensed 
(or certified if childcare is paid for with public funds) for a specified number of spaces by the State of Ohio. 
They are inspected up to twice a year. Included in this analysis of Cuyahoga County childcare sites are 
centers (generally serving the one-to-nine-year-old age group), certified homes (serving children up to 11 
years of age), pre-school programs (generally serving three-to-five-year-old children), and school-age 
programs (serving five-to-11-year-old children). Data was provided by Starting Point for Childcare and 
Early Education.     
 
These data address regulated childcare spaces, which do not include casual arrangements made by parents 
with family or friends. Also, some programs do not require licensure, such as: care provided in a child’s 
own home; programs that operate two weeks or less per year; programs where parents remain on the 
premises (excluding parent’s employment site); specialized training in specific subjects, such as art, drama, 
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dance, and swimming; and programs that operate one day a week for no more than six hours. Some parents 
stay at home with their children when they do not need a second salary or when they manage to do without 
it. Due to all of the above, it is not possible to draw conclusions from this analysis whether childcare 
demands are being met by the available regulated spaces. 
 
The distribution of these resources should be considered in the context of the distribution of working 
parents, e.g., those mothers in the labor force with young children presented in Indicator 13. 
 
15. School Enrollment, 2000 
 
This indicator measures the percentage of children ages three to 17 who are enrolled in school. It includes 
preschool, kindergarten, and grades one through 12. The data are from the 2000 census; comparable data 
for 1990 were not available from the 1990 census. 
 
16. School Enrollment by Grade Level, 2000 
 
This indicator measures the enrollment of youths ages three and older in nursery school or daycare, 
primary, middle, or high school for both public and private schools.  The data are from the 2000 census. 
 
17. Enrollment, Employment and Unemployment, Ages 16 to 19, 1990 to 2000 
 
This indicator measures the percentage of teens ages 16 to 19 who are not in the armed forces and either 
enrolled in school or working.  The data are from the 1990 and 2000 censuses. 
 
18. Educational Attainment, Ages 25 to 34, 2000 
 
This indicator measures the percent of the population who have attained one of four different educational 
levels: (1) have not received a high school diploma, (2) received only a high school diploma (or a high 
school equivalency certification), (3) had at least some college or post-secondary education but with no 
degree, and (4) have an associate’s degree (2-year degree) or higher. The data are from the 2000 census. 
Trend data for this indicator are not comparable because 1990 census numbers are not provided for the 25-
to-34 age cohort. 
 
19. Maternal Education, 1996 to 2002 
 
Maternal education is broken down into three categories: (1) those with no high school diploma,3 (2) those 
with a high school diploma but no education beyond high school,4 and (3) those who have completed some 
college or other post-secondary education beyond high school.5 Maternal education is reported as the 
percent of births to women in each of these categories.  
 
The data are from the Ohio Department of Health for the years 1996 through 2002.  To understand the 
trend over time, we have calculated the average annual percentage change by determining the slope of the 
trend line from 1996 to 2002 and then dividing the slope by the mean of the values over the same period.  
This method removes some of the effects of any annual changes that are inconsistent with the general trend 
over time. 
 
20. Labor Force Participation, 1990 to 2000 
 
This indicator measures the number of civilians (non-military personnel) ages 16 and over who are either 
employed or unemployed but seeking employment as a percentage of all civilians ages 16 and over. The 
civilian labor force does not include disabled, retired, or discouraged persons who have stopped looking for 
work.  According to the Census Bureau, “This category consists mainly of students, individuals taking care 
                                                     
3 Completed less than 12 years of school. 
4 Completed 12 years of school. 
5 Completed 13 or more years of school, referred to in text as “some college.” 
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of home or family, retired workers, seasonal workers enumerated in an off-season who were not looking for 
work, institutionalized people, and people doing only incidental unpaid family work (fewer than 15 hours 
during the census reference week).6  The data are from the 1990 and 2000 censuses. 
 
21. Labor Force Participation of Older Persons, 2000 
 
For this census question, labor force participation measures the number of civilians (nonmilitary personnel) 
ages 55 and over who are either employed or unemployed but seeking employment as a percentage of all 
civilians ages 55 and over. The civilian labor force does not include disabled, retired, or discouraged 
persons who have stopped looking for work. Persons 65 and over, the traditional retirement age, were 
emphasized in this analysis. 
 
The definition of retirement as nonparticipation in the labor force is becoming more nebulous as increasing 
numbers of workers leave one profession or job, receive retirement income from that job, and then go to 
work in a new profession or job. Other people retire from full-time work, but continue to work part-time to 
supplement pension and Social Security income.7 
 
Data in Table 21 are broken down into labor force participation for persons 55 to 64, 65 to 74, and 75 and 
over. 
 
22. Unemployment Rate, 1990 to 2000 
 
This indicator measures the number of persons in the civilian labor force who are unemployed as a percent 
of the total civilian labor force. The data are from the 1990 and 2000 censuses.  The census defines the 
unemployed as: 
 
“All civilians 16 years old and over were classified as unemployed if they were neither ‘at work’ 
nor ‘with a job but not at work’ during the reference week, were looking for work during the last 4 
weeks, and were available to start a job. Also included as unemployed were civilians 16 years old 
and over who: did not work at all during the reference week, were on temporary layoff from a job, 
had been informed that they would be recalled to work within the next 6 months or had been given 
a date to return to work, and were available to return to work during the reference week, except for 
temporary illness.”8 
 
23. Child Dependency Ratio, 1990 to 2000 
 
This indicator compares the population of children ages zero to 17 to the employed civilian population ages 
16 and over. Data are from the U.S. Census Bureau. Employed civilians are defined as those who did any 
work at all during the census reference week as paid employees or were with a job but not at work 
(temporarily absent due to vacation, illness, etc.). No differentiation is made between full-time and part-
time workers. Therefore, this indicator may underestimate the dependency ratio in areas with many part-
time workers that are not able to fully support their dependents. In general, both employment and number 
of children increased in the 1990s. An increasing dependency ratio, therefore, indicates that the number of 
children increased faster than the number of persons employed. 
                                                     
6 U.S. Census Bureau, 2000 Census of Population and Housing, Summary File 3: Technical Documentation, 2002, page 
B-11. 
7 Population Bulletin, Population Reference Bureau, Elderly Americans. Volume 56, no. 4 (Dec 2001). 
8 U.S. Census Bureau, 2000 Census of Population and Housing, Summary File 3: Technical Documentation, 2001, page 
B-10. 
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24.  Manufacturing Employment, 1990 to 2000 
 
This indicator measures the number of people who reported working in the manufacturing industry as a 
percentage of those ages 16 and over who are employed. It is based on the location where manufacturing 
employees live, not necessarily where they work.  The data are from the 1990 and 2000 censuses. 
 
25. Median Household Income, 1989 to 1999 
 
This is the median income for all households from all sources, including salaries and wages, investment 
interest, public assistance, social security and retirement incomes.  The median is the point at which half of 
all the values are higher and half are lower. It is a measure of “central tendency” loosely describing a group 
of values with a single number representing the “typical” value. It is generally a preferred measure of 
income over an average (or mean) because very high incomes will skew an average upward, indicating a 
higher income than the “average” or “typical” household. Figures from the 1990 census are adjusted for 
inflation using the Consumer Price Index for All Urban Consumers (CPI-U).  The 2000 census reports 1999 
income; the 1990 census reports 1989 income. 
 
26. Per Capita Income, 1989 to 1999 
 
This is the total amount of income for all individuals from all sources divided by total population.  Figures 
from the 1990 census are adjusted for inflation using the Consumer Price Index for All Urban Consumers 
(CPI-U).  The 2000 census reports 1999 incomes; the 1990 census reports 1989 incomes. 
 
27. Persons Living in Poverty, 1990 to 2000 
 
Poverty is defined as the percent of individuals who live below the federal poverty level. The data are from 
the 1990 and 2000 censuses.  The poverty level is determined using household or family size, number of 
related children under 18 years old, and income. Families are considered to be in poverty if their pre-tax 
money income (not including in-kind benefits such as food stamps and not including the earned income tax 
credit) is less than a federally-designated money income threshold that varies by family size and 
composition. The weighted income threshold for a family of four in 1999 was $17,029. The threshold 
increases with increasing family size. See Appendix C: Technical Notes for a more complete explanation. 
 
28. Persons Living Near Poverty, 1990 to 2000 
 
Near poverty is defined as the percent of persons, in families or unrelated individuals, whose incomes are 
above the federal poverty level but are less than 200 percent of the level. The data are from the 1990 and 
2000 censuses. 
 
29. Youths Below the Poverty Level, 1990 to 2000 
 
This indicator measures the number of persons living below the federal poverty level as a percentage of all 
persons, calculated by age groups five and under, six to 11, 12 to 17, six to 17 combined, 18 to 64, 65 to 74, 
and 75 and over. School-age youths six to 17 are analyzed here. The data are from the 1990 and 2000 
censuses. 
 
30. Older Persons Below Poverty and Near Poverty, 2000 
 
In 2002, the U.S. Census Bureau determined the poverty threshold for older Americans to be $8,628 for a 
person living alone and $10,885 for a family of two. Poverty thresholds were 8 percent lower for 
individuals 65 and over compared to individuals under 65, and 9 percent lower for a family of two 65 and 
over compared to a family of two under 65.  
 
Data used in this analysis are from the 2000 census, which reflect 1999 income. The percentage below 100 
percent (below poverty) of the poverty threshold and between 100 percent and 199 percent (near poverty) 
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of the poverty threshold were calculated for ages 55 to 64, 65 to 74, 75 and over, and 65 and over. Persons 
below 200 percent of poverty include those below and those near poverty. Unless otherwise stated, poverty 
rates in this analysis refer to persons 65 and over. 
 
31. Families Below Poverty Level by Race and Hispanic Ethnicity, 1990 to 2000 
 
This indicator measures the percentage of families living beneath the federal poverty line by race and 
Hispanic origin. The indicator is expressed as a percentage of all families of each race. A family includes a 
householder and one or more other people living in the same household who are related to the householder 
by birth, marriage, or adoption. Race for the family is based on the race of the householder. See the 
definition for Indicator 27 above and Appendix C: Technical notes for more information on the poverty 
level.  
 
Racial groups used by the Census Bureau changed between 1990 and 2000 with the added choice of “more 
than one race” in 2000. Due to this change, racial groups are not strictly comparable between the two 
censuses. Householders of multiple races in 2000 are included with the Other Race category for this 
indicator. Thus the single race numbers for 2000 are under-represented, and the change in the race category 
from 1990 to 2000 is overstated. Hispanics are considered an ethnicity, not a race. In regard to race, they 
most often classify themselves as White or Other Race. 
 
32. Families with Children Below Poverty Level by Race and Hispanic Ethnicity, 1990 to 2000 
 
This indicator measures the percentage of families with children under 18 living beneath the federal 
poverty line by race and Hispanic origin. The indicator is expressed as a percentage of all families with 
children for Whites, Blacks or African Americans, and Other Races combined. For definitions of family 
and race, see the definition for Indicator 31 above. For the definition of the poverty level, see the definition 
for Indicator 27 above and Appendix C: Technical Notes. 
 
33. Female-Headed Families with Children Below Poverty by Race and Hispanic Ethnicity, 1990 to 
       2000 
 
This indicator is defined as the percentage of families with a female householder, no husband present, with 
children under age 18 living in the home who live below the federal poverty level. For definitions of family 
and race, see the definition for Indicator 31 above. For the definition of the poverty level, see the definition 
for Indicator 27 above and Appendix C: Technical Notes. 
 
34. Fertility Rates by Race, Ages 15 to 44, 1996 to 2002 
 
The fertility rate is defined as the number of live births per 1,000 to women ages 15 to 44. The racial 
category “Other” includes American Indians, Asians or other Pacific Islanders, and those of multiple races. 
Hispanics are included in the “White” category.  
 
The data are from the Ohio Department of Health for the years 1996 through 2002. To represent the trend 
over time for this and other birth indicators, we have calculated the average annual percentage change as 
the slope of the regression trend line from 1996 to 2002, and divided by the mean of the appropriate rates 
over the same period. This method removes some of the effects of any annual changes that are inconsistent 
with the more general trend over the time period.  
 
Population by race for the years used here is estimated using the 1990 and 2000 census data. The census 
collected data on race differently in the 1990 and 2000 censuses. 
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35. Births to Unmarried Women, 1996 to 2002 
 
The percentage of births to unmarried women is calculated by dividing the number of births to unmarried 
women by the total number of births in a given year.  The data are from the Ohio Department of Health for 
the years 1996 to 2002. 
 
36. Teen Births, Ages 15 to 17, 1996 to 2002 
 
Births to teens are calculated as the number of births to females ages 15 through 17 divided by the total 
population of females in that age cohort.  The rate is expressed as births per 1,000. The data are from the 
Ohio Department of Health for the years 1996 to 2002. The population base is estimated using 1990 and 
2000 census data. 
 
37. Maternal Smoking, 1996 to 2002 
 
Maternal smoking is expressed as the percent of all births that were to women who reported smoking 
during their pregnancy. The data are from the Ohio Department of Health for the years 1996 through 2002. 
 
Please note the data are self-reported and the veracity of responses may be questionable. Thus, the rates 
reported in this Indicator are likely a conservative estimate of the magnitude of the problem. 
 
38. Maternal Alcohol Use, 1996 to 2002 
 
Maternal alcohol use is defined as the percent of births to women who reported that they drank any amount 
of alcohol during their pregnancies. The data are from the Ohio Department of Health for the years 1996 
through 2002.  
 
Please note that the data are self-reported and the veracity of responses may be questionable. Thus, the rates 
reported in this Indicator are likely a conservative estimate of the magnitude of the problem. 
 
39. Late or No Prenatal Care, 1996 to 2002 
 
Late prenatal care is defined as care beginning in the third trimester of pregnancy (months seven through 
nine). The data are from the Ohio Department of Health for the years 1996 through 2002. 
 
40. Inadequate Prenatal Care, 1996 to 2002 
 
The Adequacy of Prenatal Care Utilization Index, developed by Milton Kotelchuck, Ph.D., classifies 
prenatal care received into one of four categories (inadequate, intermediate, adequate, and adequate plus) 
by combining information about the timing of prenatal care, the number of visits, and the infant’s 
gestational age.9  Specifically, inadequate prenatal care is defined as no prenatal care, or care that began in 
the fourth month of pregnancy, or fewer than five prenatal visits for an infant born at less than 37 weeks 
gestation, or fewer than eight prenatal visits with a gestational age greater than or equal to 37 weeks. The 
data are from the Ohio Department of Health for the years 1996 through 2002. 
 
41. Premature Births, 1996 to 2002 
 
A premature or preterm birth is a birth occurring before the 37th week of pregnancy. The data are from the 
Ohio Department of Health for the years 1996 through 2002. 
                                                     
9 M. Kotelchuck, “An Evalution of the Kessner Adequacy of Prenatal Care Index and a Proposed Adequacy of Prenatal 
Care Utilization Index,” American Journal of Public Health 84: 1414-1420. 
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42. Low-Weight Births, 1996 to 2002 
 
An infant is considered to be low-birth-weight if he or she weighs less than 2,500 grams or five pounds, 
eight ounces, at birth. The data are from the Ohio Department of Health for the years 1996 through 2002. 
 
43. Infant Mortality, 1997 and 1999 to 2002 
 
Infant mortality is defined as death at less than one year of age. We report the number of infant deaths per 
1,000 live births. Because the number of infant deaths is relatively low, we use a five-year average (1997, 
1999, 2000, 2001, and 2002) to provide more stable rates. The data are from the Ohio Department of 
Health for 1997 and 1999 through 2002. Due to an unusually high number of incomplete addresses on the 
death certificates, deaths from 1998 were excluded.  
 
44. Children with Elevated Blood Lead Levels, 1997 to 2000 
 
The data for this indicator was collected by the Cuyahoga County Board of Health. It measures the 
percentage of children under age six with elevated blood-lead levels (EBLL) over a four-year period. The 
percentage of EBLLs over a four-year period was used since the number of children tested for EBLLs is 
small for 40 percent (23) of Cuyahoga County’s 56 municipalities. The number of children tested was 
higher in Cleveland compared to the suburbs, due to its older housing. 
 
If a child was tested more than once during a year or in the four-year period, only one test was tabulated 
and if a child had at least one confirmed EBLL, the child was considered to have an EBLL during the four-
year period. A confirmed EBLL is defined as a venous blood test result that was greater than or equal to 10 
:g/dl (micrograms per deciliter) or two capillary tests performed within 90 days of each other with both 
results greater than or equal to 10 :g/dl. 
 
45. Persons with Disabilities, 2000 
 
The 2000 census reported disabilities by several types including sensory, physical, mental, and self-care 
disabilities. An individual is considered to have a disability if they responded affirmatively to the existence 
of a long-lasting condition such as: 
 
•  blindness, deafness, or a severe vision or hearing impairment (sensory disability); 
•  one that substantially limits one or more basic physical activities such as walking, climbing stairs, 
reaching, lifting, or carrying (physical disability); 
•  learning, remembering, or concentrating (mental disability); or 
•  dressing, bathing, or getting around inside the home (self-care disability).  
 
This indicator enumerates disabilities for persons ages five and older who are in the civilian non-
institutionalized population; thus, it excludes those disabled persons who are in nursing homes or other 
institutions.  
 
It is important to note that this Indicator tallies the total disabilities for the population. Thus, one person can 
have up to four disabilities or one in each of the categories of sensory, physical, mental, and/or self-care. 
We report the disability rate per 1,000 population, which is calculated by dividing the total sensory, 
physical, mental, and/or self-care disabilities tallied by the population in a given geography and multiplying 
the result by 1,000. For some groups of people, where a large proportion have several disabilities, the rate 
could be greater than 1,000.  We also report the unduplicated number and percentage of persons who have 
one or more of the four types of disabilities. 
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46. Youths Ages Five to 15 with Disabilities, 2000 
 
The 2000 census reported several types of disabilities, including sensory, physical, mental, and self-care 
disabilities.  An individual is considered to have a disability if he or she responded affirmatively to the 
existence of a long-lasting condition such as: 
 
• blindness, deafness, or a severe vision or hearing impairment (sensory disability); 
• one that substantially limits one or more basic physical activities such as walking, climbing stairs, 
reaching, lifting, or carrying (physical disability); 
• learning, remembering, or concentrating (mental disability); or 
• dressing, bathing, or getting around inside the home (self-care disability). 
 
In this indicator, we report both the number and percent of youths with one or more disabilities, and the 
number of total disabilities. It is important to note that in tallying the total disabilities in each geographic 
area, we count each youth as having up to four disabilities, or one in each of the categories of sensory, 
physical, mental, and self-care. We then divide the tally of total disabilities by the youth population in each 
area to derive a rate per 1,000 youths. 
 
47. Older Persons with Disabilities, 2000 
 
The 2000 census reported disabilities by several types, including sensory, physical, mental, and self-care 
disabilities. An individual is considered to have a disability if he or she responded affirmatively to the 
existence of a long-lasting condition such as: 
 
· blindness, deafness, or a severe vision or hearing impairment (sensory disability); 
· one that substantially limits one or more basic physical activities such as walking, climbing stairs, 
reaching, lifting, or carrying (physical disability); 
· learning, remembering, or concentrating (mental disability);  
· dressing, bathing, or getting around inside the home (self-care disability); or 
· going outside the home alone to shop or visit a doctor’s office (go-outside-home). 
 
We report the disability rate per 1,000 population, which is calculated by dividing the total disabilities 
tallied by the population in a given geography and multiplying the result by 1,000. It is important to note 
that this indicator is a tally of the total number of reported disabilities. Thus, one person can have up to five 
disabilities or one in each of the categories of go-outside-home, mental, physical, self-care, and/or sensory. 
All data reported here are for the population ages 65 and over. 
 
48. Persons with Disabilities by Employment Status, 2000 
 
A person is considered to have a disability if he or she have a long-lasting condition significantly affecting 
a sensory, physical, mental, or self-care function. This indicator measures the proportion of the persons 
with disabilities who were employed by age group. Comparable data were not available from previous 
censuses. 
 
All civilians 16 years and over were considered to be employed if, during the previous week, they were 
working as a paid employee, working in their own business, or on a family farm; or, they had a job, but 
were not at work because of vacation, bad weather, illness, or other personal reasons. These employment 
rates are not the reciprocal of an unemployment rate. The employment rate is simply the proportion of the 
population that is employed. 
 
The census reported disability by employment status for ages 16 to 20 and ages 21 to 64, since employment 
status was asked only of individuals ages 16 or older and was usually less relevant for those over age 65. 
Unless otherwise noted, the results discussed here are for both age groups combined (ages 16 to 64).  
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49. Persons with Disabilities by Poverty Status, 2000 
 
A person is considered to have a disability if they have a long-lasting condition that significantly affects a 
sensory, physical, mental, or self-care function. Disabilities are enumerated in the 2000 census for persons 
ages five and over. Please see the definition for Indicator 45 for a more complete definition of disability; 
also see the definition for Indicator 27 and Appendix C: Technical Notes for a definition of poverty. 
 
The census reported persons with disabilities below poverty for ages five to 15, 16 to 64, and 65 and older. 
Thus, the overall poverty rates for this Indicator may vary slightly from those of the total population. 
Unless otherwise noted, the results discussed here are for all three age groups combined (ages five and 
over). 
 
50. Older Persons with Disabilities by Poverty Status, 2000 
 
A person is considered to have a disability if he or she has a long-lasting condition that significantly affects 
going outside the home alone or a sensory, physical, mental, or self-care function. Please see the definition 
for Indicator 45 for a more complete definition of disability; also see the definitions for Indicators 27 and 
30 and Appendix C: Technical Notes for a definition of poverty. For this indicator, the percentage of the 
population living in poverty is based on persons 65 and over.  
 
51. Deaths from All Causes, 1997 and 1999 to 2002 
 
52. Heart Disease Deaths, 1997 and 1999 to 2002 
 
53. Coronary Heart Disease Deaths, 1997 and 1999 to 2002 
 
54. Cancer Deaths, 1997 and 1999 to 2002 
 
55. Lung Cancer Deaths, 1997 and 1999 to 2002 
 
56. Stroke Deaths, 1997 and 1999 to 2002 
 
57. Chronic Obstructive Pulmonary Disease (COPD) Deaths, 1997 and 1999 to 2002  
 
The death rate is defined as the number of deaths from all causes per 100,000 persons. The rates have been 
age-adjusted to account for differences in age distributions over time. For more information on age 
adjustment, and for the clinical definitions of each cause of death, see Appendix C: Technical Notes. To 
provide more stable rates, we use a five-year average (1997, 1999, 2000, 2001, and 2002). To recognize the 
trend over time for this and other mortality indicators, we have calculated the average annual percentage 
change by determining the slope of the trend line from 1997 to 2002, and then dividing the slope by the 
mean of the values over the same period. This method removes some of the effects of any annual changes 
that are inconsistent with the general trend over time. The data are from the Ohio Department of Health for 
1997, and 1999 through 2002. Due to an unusually high number of incomplete addresses on the death 
certificates, deaths from 1998 were excluded.  For all mortality indicators, population for the years used 
here is estimated from 1990 and 2000 census data. 
 
58. Accidental Deaths, 1997 and 1999 to 2002  
 
Accidental deaths include motor vehicle accidents, accidental poisonings including drug overdose, medical 
mistakes, falls, drowning, etc. Please see Appendix C: Technical Notes for the clinical definition of 
accidental deaths. The accidental death rate is defined as the number of accidental deaths per 100,000 
persons. As accidental death rates vary by age, we report the rates for four age groups: zero to 14 years, 15 
to 24 years, 25 to 64 years, and 65 years and over. The data are from the Ohio Department of Health for 
1997 and 1999 through 2002. Due to an unusually high number of incomplete addresses on the death 
certificates, deaths from 1998 were excluded. 
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59. Years of Potential Life Lost (YPLL), 1997 and 1999 to 2002 
 
YPLL is calculated by subtracting the age at death from 75 years of age. For example, the death of an 
infant less than one year old counts as 74 years of potential life lost, whereas the death of a 70-year-old 
counts as five years of potential life lost. YPLL per 1,000 population is calculated by dividing the total 
years of potential life lost by the total population in a given geography, and then multiplying by 1,000. We 
present average annual years of potential life lost as well as the average annual rate per 1,000 population 
for 1997, 1999, 2000, 2001, and 2002. Additionally, we present the percentage of YPLL due to each main 
cause of death.  
 
To recognize the trend over time, we have calculated the average annual percentage change by determining 
the slope of the trend line from 1997 to 2002, and then dividing the slope by the mean of the values over 
the same period. This method removes some of the effects of any annual changes that are inconsistent with 
the general trend over time. The data are from the Ohio Department of Health for 1997, and 1999 through 
2002. Population for the years used here is estimated using the 1990 and 2000 census data. 
 
60. Domestic Violence, 1999 to 2003 
 
This indicator counts non-aggravated assaults that are considered domestic, including spousal abuse, 
parental abuse, and sibling abuse. (Domestic aggravated assaults are categorized under violent crimes and 
are not included in this analysis. Child maltreatment is covered in Indicator 61.) Counts and rates are based 
on the location of the incident. The source for this data is the Center on Urban Poverty and Social Change, 
Case Western Reserve University, through the CAN DO online site 
(http://neocando.case.edu/cando/index.jsp). The site contains only Cleveland incidents reported to the 
Cleveland Police Department between 1999 and 2003.  
 
These counts and rates are based on reported incidents only. They do not reflect convictions.  While the 
number of reports has increased in recent years, partially due to changing laws and greater public 
awareness, it is not possible to assess what part is due to an increase in the incidence of domestic violence 
and what part is due to an increase in reporting. 
 
61. Child Maltreatment, 1992 to 2003 
 
 Child maltreatment consists of neglect, physical and/or sexual abuse, psychological or emotional abuse, 
and medical neglect. The numbers represent a count of the maltreatment incidents, either confirmed or 
suspected, for a child ages 17 or younger during each year. Multiple cases for the same child are counted 
only once in the same year. The source for this data is the Center on Urban Poverty and Social Change, 
Case Western Reserve University, through the CAN DO online site 
(http://neocando.case.edu/cando/index.jsp). This site contains Cuyahoga County data from the Cuyahoga 
County Department of Children and Family Services. Rates per 1,000 persons ages 17 and under are 
calculated for the three four-year periods 1992 to 1995, 1996 to 1999, and 2000 to 2003. To calculate rates, 
the population ages 17 and under for non-census years was estimated using linear interpolation and 
extrapolation techniques. 
 
62. Juvenile Delinquency, 2000 to 2003 
 
 Delinquency and unruly cases are included for children ages 10 to 17. Cases for children less than 10 years 
old were excluded from this analysis due to their relative infrequency. Delinquency cases involve juveniles 
charged with violations of law that would be considered crimes if committed by adults. Unruly cases 
involve juveniles who committed offenses that would not be crimes except for their juvenile status (e.g., 
truancy). Offense categories are based on the FBI Uniform Crime Reports crime definitions and 
classifications. Categories include: “violent”, “property”, “drug law”, “public order”, “conspiracy”, and 
“unruly offenses”. The source for this data is the Center on Urban Poverty and Social Change, Case 
Western Reserve University, through the CAN DO online site (http://neocando.case.edu/cando/index.jsp). 
This site contains Cuyahoga County data only from the Juvenile Court, obtained from the Juvenile 
Information Management System.  
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The data contain only cases that were closed, regardless of when the offense occurred. Juveniles who 
appeared in more than one case were counted more than once. Cases were categorized by residence of 
offender, not location of offense. The data may contain some persons older than age 17. Some of these 
cases fell under the jurisdiction of the Juvenile Court, while other cases began when the person was a 
juvenile, but were not closed for one to two years. 
 
63. Population Migration, 1990 to 2000 
 
This indicator identifies persons over five years old who have moved in the last five years.  Respondents to 
the census were asked to indicate whether or not their current residence is the same or different than it was 
five years earlier – 1995 in the 2000 census and 1985 in the 1990 census.  The data indicate whether the 
respondent lived in the same or different community, within the same or different county, within the same 
or different state, and within or outside of the United States. 
 
64. Housing Tenure, 1990 to 2000 
 
This indicator measures the number and percent of occupied housing units that were occupied by owners 
and by renters.  While owners generally live in either single-family or sometimes two-family structures, 
renters may include households living in single- or multiple-family buildings.  According to the census, a 
unit is owner-occupied if “the owner or co-owner lives in the unit even if it is mortgaged or not fully paid 
for.”  The census definition of a renter-occupied unit includes “all occupied housing units that are not 
owner-occupied, whether they are rented for cash rent or occupied without payment of cash rent.”   
 
Note: Researchers have observed that housing units as reported in the census may be undercounted.  This is 
particularly true in urban core areas where census response rates may be lower.  The data are from the U.S. 
Census Bureau. 
 
65. Housing Tenure of Older Persons, 2000 
 
This indicator is derived from the 2000 census sample data of the number of housing units occupied by 
owners and by renters ages 55 and over. Owners generally live in either single-family or sometimes two-
family structures. Renters include households living in single- or multiple-family buildings. According to 
the U.S. Census Bureau, a unit is owner-occupied if “the owner or co-owner lives in the unit even if it is 
mortgaged or not fully paid for.” The census definition of a renter-occupied unit includes “all occupied 
housing units that are not owner-occupied, whether they are rented for cash rent or occupied without 
payment of cash rent.”   
 
Note: Researchers have observed that housing units as reported in the census may be undercounted. This is 
particularly true in urban core areas where census response rates may be lower. 
 
66. Household Size, 2000 
 
This indicator measures, for both owner-occupied and renter-occupied units, the number of units of varying 
sizes, from single-person households to households of five or more persons.  The data are from the U.S. 
Census Bureau. These figures are expressed as a percentage of all owner- or renter-occupied housing.  The 
average household size is also reported. The census calculates average household size by “dividing the 
number of people in households by the total number of households (or householders).” It should also be 
noted that some differences found between censuses are due to differences in responses by census 
respondents. 
 
67. Group Quarters Population, 1990 to 2000 
 
This indicator measures the number of persons dwelling in group quarters, which includes institutional 
group quarters such as corrections facilities and nursing homes, and non-institutional group quarters such as 
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college dorms.  According to the census, the institutionalized population “includes people under formally 
authorized, supervised care or custody in institutions at the time of enumeration, such as correctional 
institutions, nursing homes, and juvenile institutions.”  The non-institutionalized population includes “all 
people who live in group quarters other than institutions, such as college dormitories, military quarters, and 
group homes. Also included are staff residing at institutional group quarters.”  Because of the nature of 
group quarters, care should be taken when comparing smaller geographic areas.  There are relatively few 
group quarters facilities scattered throughout the eight-county region, meaning that some communities will 
have large group quarters populations while many other communities will have very small populations or 
none at all.  
 
Note: Nursing home populations are discussed in Indicator 69 below, as well as in Social Indicators 2003: 
Older Persons. The data are from the U.S. Census Bureau. 
 
68. Number of Housing Units, 1990 to 2000 
 
This indicator measures the growth or decline in the number of total housing units.  A housing unit is 
defined by the census as  “a house, an apartment, a mobile home, a group of rooms, or a single room that is 
occupied (or, if vacant, is intended for occupancy) as separate living quarters. Separate living quarters are 
those in which the occupants live separately from any other individuals in the building and which have 
direct access from outside the building or through a common hall...” The data are from the U.S. Census 
Bureau.  
 
Note: Changes in housing unit counts from census to census may result from some combinations of the 
following: 
 
1. new construction; 
2. demolition;  
3. conversion of housing units to other uses or other uses to housing units; 
4. conversion of housing units to more than one unit (e.g., converting a third floor to an independent 
unit); and  
5. reporting differences (errors). 
 
69. Number of Nursing Home and Residential Home Beds, 2003 
 
This indicator measures the number of nursing home and residential home beds per 1,000 persons ages 75 
and over from the 2000 census. Data on beds were provided by the Ohio Department of Health and are 
current as of August 2003.  
 
Nursing homes provide basic care and skilled care. Basic care is defined as the level of services required to 
maintain a resident’s activities of daily living. Skilled care is defined as the level of care that requires the 
services of a registered nurse, on a regular basis, for treatments and procedures. Skilled care also includes 
services provided by specially trained professionals, such as physical and respiratory therapists. Almost 
half of all nursing home residents have some form of dementia.10 
 
“Assisted living” is a broadly descriptive term for a level of care and support that falls between independent 
living and nursing home care. This analysis includes assisted living facilities such as residential care homes 
and retirement homes (formerly known as rest homes). These homes are designed for people who cannot 
function in an independent living environment but do not need nursing care on a daily basis. They provide 
personal care and supportive services to seniors and others who need help with the activities of daily living. 
                                                     
10 Puf Main Data Results, Feb. 1997, Agency for Healthcare Research and Quality, Rockville, MD, 
http://www.meps.ahrq.gov/Puf/PufDetail.asp. 
 
                                                  B-15
They are staffed 24 hours per day; provide special diets and, assistance with medication; and help residents 
with walking, bathing, dressing, and feeding. Although some of these facilities have medical care centers, 
the healthcare offered is not as intensive as that found in a nursing home. Residents pay monthly rent, 
although in some cases this may need to be supplemented by fees-for-service. 
 
70. Vacancy Rate, 1990 to 2000 
 
This indicator measures the number of vacant housing units as a percentage of all housing units. The data 
are from the U.S. Census Bureau. A unit is considered vacant by the census “if no one is living in it at the 
time of enumeration, unless its occupants are only temporarily absent. Units temporarily occupied at the 
time of enumeration entirely by people who have a usual residence elsewhere are also classified as vacant. 
New units not yet occupied are classified as vacant housing units if construction has reached a point where 
all exterior windows and doors are installed and final usable floors are in place. Vacant units are excluded 
from the housing inventory if they are open to the elements; that is, the roof, walls, windows, and/or doors 
no longer protect the interior from the elements. Also excluded are vacant units with a sign that they are 
condemned or they are to be demolished.”   
 
The rate and change in the number of vacancies can be indicative of a decline in the demand for housing, 
though the numbers are affected by demolitions and may therefore underestimate the loss in demand for 
housing in a community.  At the same time, some communities may realize short-term increases in 
vacancies as household migration catches up to new housing development and mortgage rate fluctuations. 
It should also be noted that some differences found between censuses are due to differences in sampling 
and responses. 
 
71. Type of Structures, 2000 
 
This indicator measures the number of housing units in each of the following categories as a percentage of 
all occupied units: single unit structures, duplexes, multiple unit structures (three or more units), and 
mobile homes or other special types of housing units such as units in retail buildings. The data are from the 
U.S. Census Bureau.  
 
Note: Housing unit counts may vary from those for other indicators due to the use of sample data.  It should 
also be noted that some differences found between censuses are due to differences in sampling and in 
responses. 
 
72. Age of Housing, 1990 and 2000 
 
Two sources of data on age of housing are used. Census data provide one source for the entire region and 
comparative data for the state and nation. In addition, for Cuyahoga County, we supplement census data for 
Cuyahoga County with data from the Cuyahoga County Auditor Office’s administrative records for 2000. 
The county auditor provides the year built for all structures in the county. The indicator reports the median 
year built and the change in age of housing from 1990 to 2000 from the census by subtracting median year 
built as reported in the 1990 census from the median year built as reported in the 2000 census. The median 
year is the year at which half the units are older and half are younger.   
 
The census reports median age of housing for areas in which the age precedes 1940 as simply 1939. The 
median age of housing based on auditor’s data is more specific and therefore more accurate for these older 
areas, particularly Cleveland and its neighborhoods. 
 
Unless specifically stated otherwise, data discussed are from the census. Data and discussions of change in 
age from 1990 to 2000 are based on census data only. It is important to note that change in the median age 
of housing reported in the census results from a combination of factors: 
 
New housing built in the 1990s – This results in the median age of housing getting younger.   
Demolition of older housing – This results in the median age of housing getting younger.   
Demolition of newer housing – This results in the median age of housing getting older. 
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Reporting and sampling – This results in differences between censuses.  Unlike demographic or 
other economic characteristics that are usually fresh in respondents’ minds, it may be difficult for 
respondents to the census to accurately remember the age of their home.  This is particularly true 
for older housing that has had multiple owners. 
 
The reporting and sampling sources of inaccuracy are also likely causes of differences observed between 
the census-provided age of housing variable and the age of housing as reported in county auditor data, 
which is also subject to errors. 
 
73. Housing Condition, 2002 
 
This indicator reports the condition of housing units in Cuyahoga County as found in the administrative 
records of the Cuyahoga County Auditor’s Office as compiled by the Center for Housing Policy Research 
in the Levin College of Urban Affairs at Cleveland State University.  The condition of housing units is 
evaluated and each unit placed in one of nine ordinal categories: “excellent”, “very good”, “good”, 
“average”, “fair”, “sound value”, “poor”, “very poor”, and “unsound”.  This report further summarizes the 
data by combining it into three broad categories: 
 
1. Excellent, very good, good 
2. Average 
3. Fair, sound value, poor, very poor, unsound 
 
These evaluations are used as one component of the auditor’s tax assessment process. 
 
74. Value of Owner-Occupied Housing, 1990 to 2000 
 
Value of owner-occupied housing is derived from the U.S. Census and is defined as “the respondent’s 
estimate of how much the property (house and lot, mobile home and lot, or condominium unit) would sell 
for if it were for sale. If the house or mobile home was owned or being bought, but the land on which it sits 
was not, the respondent was asked to estimate the combined value of the house or mobile home and the 
land.”  The indicator reports the value of specified owner-occupied housing, which excludes units above 
commercial properties and farmhouses on larger lots.  For comparison with year 2000 values, we adjust 
1990 values for inflation using the Consumer Price Index for All Urban Consumers (CPI-U) from the U.S. 
Bureau of Labor Statistics. 
 
75. Owner Housing Affordability, 1990 to 2000 
 
The Housing Affordability Index (HAI) is a ratio composed of the available annual household income as a 
percentage of the annual cost of a home in a community.  For example, an index score of 150 would mean 
that a given community had a median family income 50 percent greater than the annual cost of paying for a 
home at the median price in that community.  Higher index scores are considered to be positive (meaning 
that there was a higher percentage of income relative to the amount needed to finance a home).  Figures 
from the 1990 census are adjusted for inflation using the Consumer Price Index for All Urban Consumers 
(CPI-U).  The 2000 census reports 1999 income; the 1990 census reports 1989 income.   
 
A brief definition of the terms used in the housing affordability index, the modifications made to that 
formula to include data specific to Northeast Ohio, and actual formula where appropriate are listed below: 
 
Median Price Existing Single-Family Home – These data normally come from the existing home sales 
monthly survey conducted by the National Association of Realtors (NAR). However, to maintain 
comparability with other census data cited in the report, Indicator 75 includes median home values as 
reported in the 2000 census. 
 
Monthly Mortgage Rate – NAR uses the “effective mortgage rate” for preoccupied homes in the HAI 
calculations. The Federal Housing Finance Board reports the effective mortgage rate on a monthly basis. 
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The effective mortgage rate reflects the amortization of initial fees and charges. Indicator 75 uses the 
effective mortgage rate as reported by NAR for the Cleveland-Akron CMSA (consolidated metropolitan 
statistical area). 
 
Principle and Interest Payment – Monthly Payment 
Formula: 
MEDPRICE*.8*(IR/12)*((1+(IR/12))^360/(((1+(IR/12))^360)-1) 
 
Median as Percent of Income = Necessary Monthly Income 
Formula: ((PMT*12)/MEDINC)*100 
 
Median Family Income – NAR uses income data from the 2000 census. 
 
Qualifying Income – Income necessary to qualify for a loan for the median priced home. 
Formula: PMT * 4 * 12 
 
Housing Affordability Index (Composite) – Measures the degree to which a typical family can afford the 
monthly mortgage payments on a typical home. 
 
Formula: (MEDINC/QINC)*100 
Key: 
IR = Interest Rate 
MEDPRICE = Median price of existing single-family home sale 
PMT= Monthly payment 
MEDINC = Median Family Income 
MINC = Necessary Monthly Income 
QINC = Qualifying Income 
 
 
76. Single-Family Property Sales Price Appreciation, 1990 to 2001 
 
This indicator divides the aggregate prices of all single-family homes sold in each community in 2001, and 
in 1990 for evaluation of change, by total number of single-family homes sold in the year to derive the 
average sale price of a single-family home.  Data were calculated by the Center for Housing Policy 
Research in the Levin College of Urban Affairs at Cleveland State University using parcel data from the 
Cuyahoga County Auditor’s Office. Sales prices in 1990 are adjusted for inflation using the Consumer 
Price Index for All Urban Consumers (CPI-U).   
 
77. Mortgage Status, 1990 to 2000 
 
The data are from the U.S. Census Bureau. The census defines a mortgage as “all forms of debt where the 
property is pledged as security for repayment of the debt, including deeds of trust; trust deeds; contracts to 
purchase; land contracts; junior mortgages; and home equity loans.”   
 
78. High-Risk Mortgages, 1990 to 2001 
 
High-risk mortgages are defined as any mortgage with a down payment of less than 5 percent and 
expressed as a percent of all mortgages. The data are averaged for three four-year periods – 1990 to 1993, 
1994 to 1997, and 1998 to 2001. Data are from the Cuyahoga County Auditor’s Office and provided by the 
Center for Housing Policy Research in the Levin College of Urban Affairs at Cleveland State University.    
 
79. Sheriff  Sales of Single Family Homes, 1990 to 2001 
 
Sheriff sales include any sale for which the sheriff, the Federal Housing Administration (FHA), or the 
Veteran's Administration (VA) was the seller. These sales are expressed as a percentage of all sales. Data 
are from the Cuyahoga County Auditor's Office and provided by the Center for Housing Policy Research in 
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the Levin College of Urban Affairs at Cleveland State University.  Data are averaged for three three-year 
time periods - 1990 to 1993, 1994 to1997, and 1998 to 2001 - in order to report reliable rates and change in 
rates over time. The first period represents a period when the national economy turned toward economic 
recession, the second was a period of growth in prosperity, and the last period experienced economic 
growth early and a downward trend towards its end. 
 
80. Median Gross Rent, 1990 to 2000 
 
Median gross rent is defined by the U.S. Census Bureau as “the contract rent plus the estimated average 
monthly cost of utilities (electricity, gas, water and sewer) and fuels (oil, coal, kerosene, wood, etc.) if these 
are paid by the renter (or paid for the renter by someone else).”  Since the reported contract rent often 
includes utilities, the gross rent is reported here in order to employ comparable data on renter housing costs. 
Figures from the 1990 census are adjusted for inflation using the Consumer Price Index for All Urban 
Consumers (CPI-U).   
 
 
 
 C-1 
Appendix C 
Technical Notes 
 
 
Poverty Thresholds 
 
Because a number of indicators are based on the federally determined definition of poverty, we offer below an 
excerpt from the Census Bureau’s documentation on the subject: 
 
 How Poverty Status Is Determined 
The poverty status of families and unrelated individuals in 1999 was determined using 48 thresholds 
(income cutoffs) arranged in a two-dimensional matrix. The matrix consists of family size (from 1 person to 
9 or more people) cross-classified by presence and number of family members under 18 years old (from no 
children present to 8 or more children present). Unrelated individuals and 2-person families were further 
differentiated by the age of the reference person (RP) (under 65 years old and 65 years old and over). To 
determine a person’s poverty status, one compares the person’s total family income with the poverty 
threshold appropriate for that person’s family size and composition (see table below). If the total income of 
that person’s family is less than the threshold of appropriate for that family, then the person in considered 
poor, together with every member of his or her family. If a person is not living with anyone related by birth, 
marriage, or adoption, then the person’s own income is compared with his or her poverty threshold.1 
 
 
 
 
(Dollars)
Weighted
Average
Size of family unit Threshold None One Two Three Four Five Six Seven Eight +
One person (unrelated individual) 8,501          
Under 65 years old 8,667          8,667      
65 years and over 7,990          7,990      
Two people 10,869         
Householder under 65 years 11,214         11,156    11,483   
Householder 65 years and over 10,075         10,070    11,440   
Three people 13,290         13,032    13,410   13,423    
Four people 17,029         17,184    17,465   16,895    16,954    
Five people 20,127         20,723    21,024   20,380    19,882    19,578  
Six people 22,727         23,835    23,930   23,436    22,964    22,261  21,845    
Seven people 25,912         27,425    27,596   27,006    26,595    25,828  24,934    23,953   
Eight people 28,967         30,673    30,944   30,387    29,899    29,206  28,327    27,412   27,180   
Nine people or more 34,417         36,897    37,076   36,583    36,169    35,489  34,554    33,708   33,499   32,208   
Related children under 18 years old
Poverty Threshold in 1999, by Size of Family and Number of Related Children Under 18 Years Old
 
 
                                                     
1 U.S. Census Bureau,  2000 Census of Population and Housing, Summary File 3: Technical Documentation, 2002, pp. B-34—B-
35 
 
 C-2 
 
Cause of Death Classification2 
 
Beginning with 1999 data, cause of death is coded according to the Tenth Revision of the International 
Classification of Diseases (ICD-10). Prior to 1999, cause of death was coded according to the Ninth Revision of the 
International Classification of Diseases (ICD-9).  The following table lists the cause-of-death codes from both  ICD-
9 (for 1997) and ICD-10 (1999 to 2002), which were used to compute death rates by cause in this report. (Deaths in 
1998 were excluded from this report due to incomplete geocoding.) 
 
Cause of Death ICD-9 Codes (1997) ICD-10 Codes (1999 and after) 
Heart disease 390 through 398, 402, 404 
through 429 
I-00 through I-09, I-11, I-13, I-
20 through  I-51 
Coronary heart disease 402, 410 through 414, 429.2 I-11, I-20 through I-25 
All cancer 140 through 208 C-00 through C-97 
Lung cancer 162 C-33 through C-34 
Stroke (cerebrovascular 
disease) 
430 through 438 I-60 through I-69 
COPD 490 through 496 J-40 through J-47 
Accidents/ unintentional 
injuries 
E-800 through E-949 V-01 through X-59, Y-85 through Y-
86 
 
 
Age-Adjustment3 
 
Age-adjustment allows us to compare mortality rates for different areas and at different times by accounting for 
differences in the age distribution of the population we are studying. Since more older people die than younger 
people, we might overstate the death rate in areas with many elderly persons and understate it in areas with few 
elderly persons. When we age-adjust death rates, we calculate the death rates as if the age distribution in each area 
or time were identical to the age distribution for the entire U.S. population for the year 2000. This method equalizes 
the effect of different proportions of elderly in different areas or for the same area in different times. We can then 
directly compare the death rates in different geographic areas from different years. 
                                                     
2 R.N. Anderson, A.M. Minino, D.L. Hoyert, and H.M. Rosenberg, “Comparability of Cause of Death 
between ICD-9 and ICD-10: Preliminary Estimates,” National Vital Statistics Reports 49, no. 2 (2001). 
3 R.N. Anderson and H.M. Rosenberg, “Age Standardization of Death Rates: Implementation of the Year 
2000 Standard,” National Vital Statistics Reports 47, no. 3 (1998). 
